'¢Z61 ‘ARIy JO IS UO SIOYIOAN SIOJ JO UOTIRIISUOUWA( SSBIA

AVA-AVIA

TAVSEVA NI




SECOND PART:

CONGRESS REPORT.

CHAPTER L

Proceedings of the

INTERNATIONAL LABOUR AND
SOCIALIST CONGRESS.

OPENING SESSION :

SATURDAY, AUGUST 22NxD, 1925.

The Second Congress of the Labour and Socialist International
opened in the Palais des Expositions, Marseilles, at 3.30 p-m., on Saturday,
August 22nd, 1925.

In the Chair: Arthur HENDERsON, M.P. (Great Britain), and
Alexandre Bracke (France).

PRESIDENT’S ADDRESS.

ArTHUR HENDERSON, M.P. (Great Britain): Comrades and fellow
delegates, it is my great privilege and pleasure to welcome you to the
Second Congress of the Labour and Socialist International, now recon-
stituted and united after the shattering experience of the great world war.

Our GLORIOUS DEAD,

I am sure you will agree with me that our first duty is to pay a tribute
to the memory of our glorious dead— (the delegates here rose and remained
standing)—the martyred Matteotti; the trusted Hjalmar Branting ;
Friedrich Ebert, first Workers’ President of the German Republic, and the
French veteran Socialist, Delory, for many years Mayor of Lille, who died
only this week. All these great leaders left behind them what must
be an inspiration and an example. I rejoice that you are prepared
unanimously to give the testimony which you give by standing as you do.

INTERNATIONAL SECRETARYSHIP.

Through the resignation of our two secretaries, who were appointed
at the Hamburg Congress, Comrades Shaw and Adler, your Executive
has been compelled to examine with special attentjon this very important
question—a question, the settlement of which was so vital to the future
working and success of our organisation. After two days of careful dis-
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cussion I am happy to say we have succeeded to the satisfaction of the
whole of your Executive in reaching a completely unanimous solution of
the position. We found that it was impossible for us to retain any
longer the valuable services of Comrade Tom Shaw for the work of our
International, and the Executive, at its meeting yesterday, unanimously
adopted the following resolution :—

“ That this Executive of the Labour and Socialist International
places on record its regret that circumstances have arisen which
render it impossible for the International to retain the services of
Tom Shaw as one of the joint secretaries ; it expresses its great
appreciation of the loyal and devoted services he has given to the
cause of the workers and its pleasure that he is to continue to advance
the cause of working-class solidarity as Secretary of the International
Textile organisation.”

I believe that the whole Congress will support this expression of
gratitude and friendship which we feel towards our retiring Secretary,
Tom Shaw. (Applause.)

TRANSFER OF HEADQUARTERS TO SWITZERLAND.

The Executive has also done its best to solve the difficulty by at
least retaining the services of one of its valuable secretaries. As against
all other proposals which were submitted to us we were unanimous that
the maintenance of continuity in the work would be of the greatest value
for the progress and development of this International organisation.
Since, however, to the regret of us all, it was impossible for Comrade
Adler, for family reasons, to remain in London, at the close of a very
protracted discussion I had the pleasure of submitting, in the name of the
British delegation, a proposal that would enable us to retain the services
of Comrade Adler.

ADLER TO CONTINUE AS SECRETARY.

The proposal was that we should remove the Headquarters of the
International to Switzerland, and that Comrade Adler should be our
first and principal Secretary. After an expression—a unanimous ex-
pression—of opinion on behalf of all the bodies represented, we had the
immense satisfaction of being informed by Comrade Adler that he would
respond to that unanimous call to continue the work, and in the event of
our going to Switzerland, he would place his services at our disposal.
I am satisfied that this is one of the most important statements it would
be possible to make, and we thought that it was best to make it at the
opening of our proceedings in order that your minds might be set at rest
in view of the public statements that both our secretaries had tendered
their resignations ; and I congratulate you—as one who has worked for
two years in closest association with both your Secretaries—that you have
been able to make such an arrangement as will permit of Adler remaining
at our head and as our principal Secretary. (Applause).

A Two-FoLD TASK.

This Congress has a two-fold task : to review and ratify the work
of two difficult years, and to give thought to the tasks and duties that lie
ahead. Our reconstituted International has been subjected to severe
tests since its rebirth at the Hamburg Congress of 1923, when the several
parties and groups came together to frame a new constitution and a new
statement of principles and policy, embodying the lessons taught us by
the bitter experiences of the War.

All sections of tHe International have to-day a clearer vision of
the historical mission of the working class, and a stronger faith in the

ultimate vietory of the international proletariat, as a result of the con-
flicts and controversies which attended our efforts to re-establish a united,
militant, and powerful international organisation.

To-day our International can claim to speak in the name of
about 7,000,000 organised workers. We have behind us an aggregate
of no less than 28,000,000 votes, representing the vast mass of public
opinion which supports the policy of the Labour and Socialist Parties
in the different countries. More than 300 daily newspapers and thousands
of weekly and monthly journals carry our message to the people. In
16 General Elections in 14 different countries within these last two years
{he Labour and Socialist cause has registered marked successes in no less
than eleven instances. Labour Governments have assumed office in
Great Britain, Sweden, and Denmark, and Socialist comrades hold high
ffice in the Government of Belgium and of Czecho-Slovakia to-day.

MiNORITY GOVERNMENTS.

It is my pleasing duty to tender greetings in the name of the delegates
to those comrades present who bear or have borne Ministerial responsi-
bility in their own country. As one who shared responsibility as a
member of the Labour Government of Great Britain, I recognise to the
full the difficult problem involved in the transition from Capitalist to
Socialist Government in the world at large. In the transitional stage the
problem appears to be one of Minority Government or Coalition. And
we cannot deny that this phase of development in the Labour and Socialist
movement brings serious perplexities and uncertainties, both to leaders
and followers.

Minority Governments, and Coalition Governments, which are also
from our point of view Minority Governments, in the sense that they are
the product of circumstances not wholly amenable to our control and that
impose upon us compromises and collaborations which we would not
willingly accept, are viewed with very great suspicion and distrust by a
considerable section of our own movement. Many stalwarts among us
seem to wish to raise this question to the plane of principle and to deal
with it as an aspect of fundamental Labour and Socialist doctrine. In
my judgment, and 1 speak only for myself on this point, this method
of approach will lead us to endless barren controversy upon a question
which for all practical purposes settles itself as a question of expediency
in each country where it arises.

In any event, the problem is one that must be faced by the leaders
of the national movements in the light of both national and international
circumstances and conditions at the time when they are called upon to
decide whether Coalition or Minority Governments will best serve the
workers’ cause or whether that cause requires them to refuse responsi-
bility for administering under such conditions their country’s affairs.

EsseENTIAL CONDITIONS OF SUCCESS.

Experience has taught us one lesson, and it is this : success in the
carrying out of Labour and Socialist policy cannot be attained by each
of the national parties working alone and in isolation. Nor can it be
achieved by the International seeking to impose its policy upon the
national parties without regard to the conditions and circumstances
—political, industrial, and electoral—in which these parties are obliged to
do their work. The utmost possible co-operation, consultation and
agreement that can be attained will be required to an increasing extent
as electoral and parliamentary developments in the various countries
bring the Labour and Socialist Parties nearer to the point at which they
will obtain not merely office but power.
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The part which the International will be called upon to play in the
immediate future must be, in my opinion, of far greater importance than
anything we have yet known. We have reached the stage, both nation-
ally and internationally, when the agitation and propaganda of the
affiliated parties must be conducted with strict regard to the possibility,
even the probability, that the national leaders will be placed in the
position of having to act presently as responsible Ministers : their task
will be all the more difficult if agitation and propaganda create the ex-
pectation of impossible performances in the field of policy and
ack%inistration.

Two YEARS” Work.

Turning now to the report presented to Congress by the Secretariat,
let me emphasisesome aspects of the work of the International summarised
in its pages. Much more has been done in the last two years than can be
fully explained even in this Report. We can congratulate ourselves upon
the success that has attended our international effort to promote a settle-
ment of the Reparations problem. It was a menace to international
peace. It embittered relationships between the countries, and kept
disturbed and unstable the economic life of Europe as a whole. It is
due in the main to Labour and Socialist action that the Reparations
problem has been approached from the standpoint of reason and con-
structive internationalism rather than from the standpoint of force and
coercicn of one nation by another. Complete settlement of the Repara-
tiens problem has not yet been attained : but at least we can say that
it has been lifted out of the atmosphere in which hatreds and conflicts
between nations are so often engendered, and is being approached in the
spirit of conciliation and mutual urderstanding. A very powerful
reinforcement of the new spirit comes from the evacuation of the Ruhr
which is now practically completed, whereby a dark and painful chapter
in the post-war history of Europe is, we hope, closed. (Applause),

P1vor oF INTERNATIONAL PEACE,

Nor have we been lacking in our efforts in the interests of security.
For ten years the world has lived under the domination of war passions
and militarist mentality, conscious that it has inherited a legacy
of war problems which have been intensified and complicated by vacilla-
tion on the one hand and the violation of every principle of international
justice and co-operation on the other. Militarism with its standing
armies of 6 million men continues to be a dynamic force in the world ;
therefore, a profound sense of revealed insecurity continues to influence
the minds of statesmen and people in several European countries.

Under such conditions nothing in the post-war history of Europe, or
in the record of our International, possesses greater significance than the
measures taken to prevent a recurrence of international war. The
development of Labour and Socialist policy on this all-important question
is embodied in the Geneva Protocol for the Pacific Settlement of Inter-
national Disputes.

I regard this instrument as peculiarly the handiwork of the Labour
and Socialist Parties, and the policy it embodies is in my view the only
efiective and practical method of conserving the peace of the world,
Had it been possible to secure the adoption of the Protocol it would have
led us far on the road towards a genuine organisation of the nations for
the maintenance of peace. It is the most comprehensive scheme of
conciliation and arbitration, leading to general and concerted disarma-
ment among nations, that has yet been framed. It is not perfect. But
it is universally recognised by the international working-class movement
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to be a sound and workmanlike beginning for the great task of outlawing
war as an instrument of policy. It must remain as the pivot of our
international policy for peace, and as the objective of our immediate
endeavours. .

LiMiTED PacTs.

Whatever may be the attitude that political and parliamentary
exigencies may compel the Labour and Socialist Parties to assume in
regard to the more limited and less effective plan of a Security Pact
between France, England, Germany, Belgium and Italy, I believe that
the policy of the Protocol must remain the guiding principle of inter-
national action and the governing consideration in determining the action
of the national parties.

The final test that must be applied to the Security Pact is whether
it leads us towards or conducts us away from the goal to which the Protocol
points. I deprecate the treatment of the question of the Security Pact
as if it were not merely the alternative but the antithesis of the Protocol.
That the Pact is far more restricted in its scope, less effective in its methods,
and offers nothing like the same guarantee of security or the same cer-
tainty of limitation of armaments leading to speedy general disarmament,
is unquestionable : the Pact is a much less satisfactory instrument than
the Protocol. That is agreed. The important question remains whether
the Pact offers any genuine guarantee of security, however limited in
scope, that the International can regard as a step towards the wider
sanctions and more powerful safeguards of international peace proposed
in the Protocol. That is the question which in due course the Congress
will have an opportunity to discuss.

DLSARMAME;NT.

I want to say a word with regard to the importance of securing
disarmament. '

Whatever may be our decision on this question there can be no room
to doubt the obligation that rests upon the internationally organised
working class to continue to urge public opinion in all the countries in the
direction of disarmament. (Applause.) Ever more clearly we can see that
the natiors are sinking under the burder of expenditure upon the mainten-
ance of armed forces by land, sea, and air. Not less clearly can we see
that this enormous unproductive and wasteful expenditure on armaments
makes it more and more difficult for us to find the means of raising and
improving social and economic standards, providing adequately for the
victims of industrial disorganisation by means of unemployment insur-
ance, abolishing child labour, extending the benefits of education, and
developing health services and other socially necessary measures for the
improvement of social and industrial conditions. It has become necessary
to redouble our efforts to establish an all-inclusive and genuinely effective
League of Nations in which all the countries can find their guarantees of
security, freedom, and peaceable progress.

INDUSTRIAL REACTION.

We have another duty devolving upon us, namely, resisting industrial
reaction. From this Congress there should go a ringing call to the national
parties to concentrate upon the task of making effective the conventions
framed by the International Labour Organisation of the League for the
establishment of higher standards in industry. This, in my judgment,
is one of the most necessary steps to be taken to resist international
reaction. There is a tendency in our international discussions to think
of reaction mainly in terms of political conditions—the excesses of




Fascism, the White terrorism in Hungary, the repression and violence
of the political régime in Rumania, Bulgaria, Yugo-Slavia, Lithuania,
Georgia, Esthonia, Russia, China, where the people are crushed under
the iron heel and liberty and democracy are words that have no meaning.
(Applause.) Nor do we ignore what is going on in some parts of the British
Empire, such as India. Against every form of reaction we must whole-
heartedly and persistently protest with every ounce of our strength as
an international movement,

But to me there are other equally grave and sinister evidences of
raction visible in the resistance we everywhere encounter from the
employing class and from the representatives of organised capital when
we endeavour to secure ratification of the international Labour conven-
tions that are designed to raise the standards of life and labour among
the working people of all lands, and to equalise industrial conditions
throughout the world. 1In every country to-day Capitalism is striving
to force down trade union standards of wages, hours, and working con-
ditions by playing off the workers of one country against those of other
countries. Long hours and low wages in one country are used as an
argument for reducing wages and lengthening hours in other countries.
The plea of national capitalism that it must meet the competition of
cheap, underpaid, unorganised labour in other countries is wholly false,
for Capitalism is international ; and the capitalists who use this plea in
the more highly developed and better organised countries are themselves
the exploiters of labour in the more backward countries.

Let us make no mistake about one thing : if we cannot secure the
general adoption of measures like the 48-hour convention, if we cannot
bring about very speedily a general improvement in trade conditions
S0 as to reduce the appalling mass of unemployment, the wholesale
degradation of the workers’ standard of life is inevitable,

THE GrIP OF CAPITALISM,

That capitalist organisation of industry is weakening and nearing
the point of collapse I do not agree. On the contrary, it seems to me
that the grip of capitalism has been tightening since the War, that the
power of the small group who control finance and own the machinery of
production has been enormously extended and is to-day more truly
nternational in its scope than ever before. The essential control of
industry is to-day more concentrated and interlocked with the control
of sources of supply and the control of credit and finance than at any
previous period in the world’s history. The workers of the world are
exposed to greater danger of becoming literally enslaved as producers of
wealth than many of us are willing to recognise, notwithstanding the
political progress the workers’ parties have made in various countries,

PoLITICAL AND INDUSTRIAL UNITY.,

And T am convinced that unity, co-operation, and deliberate com-
bined action will be forced upon the affiliated parties—and T will go
further and say that co-operation and co-ordination will have to be
extended to unify the action of the Trade Union International with the
action of the Labour and Socialist International—by the sheer pressure
of the policy pursued by organised Capital in attacking working-class
standards country by country, and in using the weakness of our organised
movement in one country to injure the position of the more strongly
organised workers in other countries. Organised Capital will begin by
forcing the latter to lower their standards in order to meet competition
arising from either the superior organisation of Capitalist production or the
more ruthless exploitation of underpaid and ill-organised labour. That

RN

problem can only be met by international efforts to establish a higher
code of industrial standards in all the countries. And it seems to me that
the general enforcement of the 48-hour week in industry is an issue of
paramount importance for our consideration as an International Congress.

UNEMPLOYMENT.

Next in importance is the elaboration of a policy for dealing with
the problem of unemployment, which is the common and recurrent
feature of capitalist organisation of industry in every country. There
is no stronger proof of the need for a social organisation of industry than
the existence of unemployment on the scale that we know to-day. With
millions of the working people actually clamouring for the bare neces-
sities of life it is monstrous that millions of producers should be com-
pelled to stand idle by idle machines unable to produce the wealth which
the people require in order to live. This tragedy of _unemployment,
existing side by side with this tragedy of poverty, destitution, and want, is
the final and unanswerable evidence that capitalism is strangling society
before our eyes. The death-grip of those who control the sources and
instruments of production, who hold money, machinery_ and men in the
hollow of their hands, must be loosened else the people will perish.

ReacTtiON ON Two FRONTS.

As I see it, therefore, our fight against reaction lies on two fronts.
We have an economic as well as a political battle to wage. Because 1
have stressed the economic aspects of our warfare I would not have it
thought that T attach less importance to the struggle which the Inter-
national must carry on against political reaction. Whilst we can look
back with pride upon the victories which the working class has achieved
we dare not forget that in many countries the workers are still in fetters ;
that Labour and all progressive forces are stifled in dungeons and crushed
under the heel of despotism.

FrREEDOM OR TYRANNY,

Turn to Italy. Among the many unknown victims and martyrs
murdered by Fascism there stands out one man whose fate has become
the very symbol of Italy’s sufferings—Matteotti. _Even yet the mur-
derers of Matteotti have not been brought to justice, they have either
been acquitted or permitted to avoid trial ; whilst in trying to shake
from its shoulders the moral responsibility for this crime Fascism is
sinking ever deeper into brutality and bloodshed. There are comrades
amongst us to-day, sitting with their fellow-delegates, who have faced
the Fascist bludgeon personally ; there are thousands of unnamed workers
—Ilike the heroes and heroines of Molinella—who face it daily, who endure
persecution and outrage and yet remain faithful to the cause of freedom ;
whilst those in power, who hold power by force m}d not by consent,
plunge wildly from one excess of violence and repression to another.

Let us honour these heroic soldiers of freedom who remain true to
the historic tradition of a once great Italy. Let us say to their torturers
and persecutors that the honour of Italy stands stained and besmirched
by their misdeeds and Italy is glorified in the eyes of the world only by
the bravery and endurance of the Italian workers who fight against this
tyranny.

DEMOCRACY versus DICTATORSHIP,

Ture to Hungary. There also is a reign of terror whose very chief
has not been absolved from the accusation that he instigated and
connived at the murder of two of our comrades—Somogyi and Basco,
Reaction in Hungary is striving to assume the appearance of an ordered



Government, but we cannot forget that Hungary is the only country in

Fltrupe in whicl ; :

! h there is no general franchise, :

i : anchise, and whe : .
1S not secret, F i ere even the ballot

Nor can we as the custodians and guardians of the prine:
der&wcracy and parliamentary institutionf forget those cougtrll“]ite?slf:ﬁl;fer(;f
11;;1_ er the cloak of a sham constitutionalism or 4 working-class dictator-
Ship, real political liberty is as restricted as in the countries of o en re-
action. Thus in Russia the political conditions which the Hapmbur

‘(orggress condemned have been shown by the British Trade Union Deleg—
Wgation Report to be in principle and in practice a denial of individual
political liberty as hitherto understood in the Socialist Movement

Let me say a special word about Buy] aria. Within ]
I a. I: 3
]1)13)?]1:{)1‘:5 wé'xel} Bulgaria has been named it hgas been in connégtic‘)llft“fi?g
o ‘:Vazll-ntu;;‘(egu‘tlons, prison tortures, an(_l all the horrible outrages of
{-'engeancn \’S - 1E1t0 a campaign’ of sangumary repression and criminal
e exce—s_és ((,l cannot to-day apportion responsibility for the dread-
e ;an an tl;:ronouncg judgment as to individual responsibilities :
e say at the present rulers of the country are stained with
ood and that their régime of violence is the cause of revolt.

Tue INTERNATIONAL'S Historic Mission.

: t’C(m}rarles: it is the historic mission of the Labour and Socialist
_:1p::£1qajtlonal ctlo c!ex;end the dlltmmtinnal proletariat against exploitation
repression, and violence, ur task is heavier to-da : ime
) _ ask i -day than at any ti
1131 the Irllnstnry c.)f organised Labour. But the flame of freedom has b;alrf
;‘. nllJ .t e h_earts of the ml]hom_; we represent, and the peoples everywhere
are beginning to feel that their sufferings are not beyond their power to

ﬁhel\;e.‘ Slowly the workers are learning where their strength lies, and
are heglmmng to u}ld(-:r‘_stand the nature of the tyranny that holds ’them
n ‘Etr% I ICapltahsm IS unmasked. The workers see it now not as a
llzylshgi ;o{uoa.ni'llsjnst;ce:]but as alpredatury group of people whose power lies
,control of the capital, the sources. ; * machiner vhi
o Sl P es, and the machinery by which

. thEI:f]th(,‘&.u‘tfm ings of th¢ people will not move the capitalist exploiters,
; 10rrors of modern social and Industrial conditions excite no it
;J;l \co:};lpilLsswu, the organised power of the workers must be evoked gng
an “:-OIL str§11gt1:1 ujf our movement, nationally and internationally
orgamised, must be used to strike the fetters from the workers’ limbs
dfld to establ_ls_h freedom—freedom in industry, freedom in social life
freedom of opinion, freedom of discussion in the press and on the latform,
freedom in democratic elections, freedom in parliamentary debﬂt‘e free.
d_m_n of movement between countries, freedom to live as r'e(s 'ncibl
citizens, no longer as economic serfs or slaves, i Rt

i }u?g li\«ie the Imirna(tliunu] and that spirit which, in the early days
aid 1ts foundation. oud Applause. Delegates, rising f I seats,
sing * The International.”) By Fod eI

FRENCH SOCIALISTS’ GREETINGS,

Al *BRA(,KE_ (France) said it was his duty to speak in the name
of the French Socialist Party to welcome the delegates to Marseilles and
he would endeavour not to repeat any of the points that had been devel'oped
by Mr. Henderson. The French Socialists were particularly gratified that
the lu‘st_dchbcratil_ag conference of the International Socialist Movement
was taking place in Marseilles, for the Congress which had been held
previously in Hamburg had been merely for thé purpose of reorganisation
He wished therefore to thank the conference for the honour th(;y had
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done to the French Socialist movement in coming to their country for the
first Congress of this kind, and they would try to show themselves worthy
of the distinction. If they looked back to the history of Marseilles there
was much that would justify the choice that had been made in selecting
Marseilles. It should not be forgotten that it was on French soil that
the second great period of International Socialism was inaugurated, when
the Congress took place in Paris in 1889. They were now entering upon
the third period. But whatever number one might choose, it was always
the work of the First International which they continued. (Applause.)

The city of Marseilles, too, had a great historic past from the stand-
point of Socialist Internationalism. He would not speak of the title of
the City from the point of view of history and antiquity, nor would he
speak of the role which Marseilles had played in the past in the cause of
civilisation, nor of those additions which history had made to the
attractions of natural beauty, but he would remind them that the great song
of international revolution that came from Strassburg on the Rhine, and
was now known as “ The Marseillaise,” obtained that name and became
popular only after it had been sung at the period of the revolution by
the volunteer battalions that had been raised in Marseilles. Unfortunately
that song had been too often prostituted in France by reactionary gov-
ernments. It had happened that Ministers who called themselves demo-
cratic, when the leaders of the workers were shot down and when the
officers who did it were decorated, had “The Marseillaise "’ played by
military bands. But “ The Marseillaise " was still sung in other countries
as the war cry of united Socialists against united capitalists. (Applause.)

In 1879, a memorable Socialist assembly took place in Marseilles in a
theatre which would be found in the Allées de Meilham. It was the first
Congress of industrially organised workers which in a Manifesto recom-
mended not merely the socialisation of the means of production,
but also pronounced that, as a means of realising the socialisation of the
means of production, it would be well that an independent Workers’ party
should try to become the government of the country. On that occasion
a delegate from Grenoble spoke the memorable words :—*“ Our country,
our fatherland, is not limited by political frontiers: our fatherland is
constituted by the workers of the whole world and our enemies are those
that live in idleness wherever they are.” It was in this sense that they
greeted as their brothers those that worked in Russia, in Germany,
or anywhere else and cheered the universal revolution. The answer was
brought in 1892 to Marseilles by that old soldier of the revolution whose
name was so dear to them and whose work had been perpetuated by his
son continuing in his father’s footsteps—he meant Wilhelm Liebnecht,
who pronounced these words :—‘* Between us Germans and you French-
men there is a large river of blood, but we workers are innocent
of that blood ; it is our adversaries that are responsible.  That river
does not divide #s: we, the workers, are one single nation.”

It was again in Marseilles, in 1924, that their party took up a new
political line in the interests of International peace. Despite the insults
and misunderstandings that took place, they directed their politics in such
a way as to combine with other parties for the elections, but this did not
mean abandoning their principles, and the International had realised the
wisdom of their policy. Politics, he said, from an international point of
view in France had changed since then, and Nationalist reaction had been
uprooted. The elections that had taken place this year had shown
again that the Socialists had a growing grip on the country, not
merely an increase in numbers, but an increase in political strength
and in practical results. Concluding, he said “ We can now say to you,
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our International Comrades, you can rely on the French Socialists.
With regard to the seven million workers that are now grouped around
the Red Flag, they will all understand more and more the wisdom and the
importance of the Communist Manifesto’s call, that the proletarians of
all nations should unite not for the purpose of being an instrument in
the hands of some dictators, but for the purpose of bringing about
by their own will the means which will lead to the emancipation of the
working classes. Our Comrade Henderson has said that militarism is still
a dynamic force, and that even apparent endeavours for peace are still,
in the hands of reactionary parties, instruments of war. Let us under-
stand the danger of this situation and let us strengthen our international
forces. Long live the International.” (Applause.)

WELCOME BY MARSEILLES SOCTALIST FEDERATION.,

LEON BON (Secretary of the Local Socialist Federation) said that
what he had to do was to express thanks and to speak words of welcome.
His thanks went out to the various French sections of their national
organisation, because within that organisation several cities claimed the
honour of being the seat of this International Congress, but they all
finally agreed that Marseilles should have that honour. When the
task of organising this Congress fell wpon him he found himself
surrounded by difficulties and responsibilities, but these were considerably
lightened by the constant friendly help of the ever-smiling Friedrich
Adler. His second task was to speak words of welcome. They would
try to do everything in their power to make this Congress successful and
the visit of the delegates to their city a happy one. They were glad in
this Department and in this city that the honour had fallen upon them
of being the place where a new date in the history of International
Socialism was to be inscribed. He hoped the delegates would feel as
much at home as in their own countries, and he wished to tell them that
his whole party, both collectively and individually, was at the disposal
of the delegates. Marseilles had always been the seat of Internationalism.
He did not forget that he was speaking here before an International
World Parliament and in front of many people from whom he would
be glad to learn much, and therefore he would only say that in Marseilles
they felt particularly the necessity for an international fight for peace.
They were seeing here to-day, under their eyes, what they had hoped
never to see again after the war—the embarkation of soldiers who were
going over there to Morocco in order to fight in the interests of
capitalism. The working class of Marseilles was most anxious in the
face of this situation, and they asked the conference not to lose sight
of this problem from an international point of view, and to do everything
they could in their own countries to make the masses and the governments
understand this situation. He hoped they would understand this, that the
Marseilles Socialists were the friends: of peace and the enemies of war.
They wanted to fight against war by the universality of the crv ““ War

against war ! Live the Socialist International.” (Applause.)

FRATERNAL GREETINGS FROM AMSTERDAM TRADE UNION
INTERNATIONAL.

J. OUDEGEEST (Secretary rof the International Federation of
Trades Unions, Amsterdam) said he was rejoiced that his Executive had
again instructed him to greet the delegates at this Congress: to bring
them the best wishes of the International Trade Union Movement, and
again to bear testimony to their desire to maintain the most friendly
relations with their comrades and, if possible, to strengthen these relations,
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The enormons progress which the Socialist Movement had made in various
:Jlltlltll:::l:l\l:ftl:.ll Iczll::sc of great joy to them, anﬂd they thanked the I_zt?)our
Movements of Sweden, Denmark, Belgium, l‘ran(:t_: and Holland lfm t-h,{“i
enthusiasm and resolution which they had shown in the recent v1ct0n(-,&:
over reaction. It was very obvious that it was of the utmost importance
to their work, that they should be able to depend upon the c'(J~operiLt1(m
of the political Labour Parties, and of ministers who had devoted t 1ehm—
selves to the independent Labour Movement : it was very obvious t e:t
their own strength too was augmented when employers v_vl:no were :_Ltteglp(i
ing to suppress the Trade Union Movement did not receive a helpmgl ;ﬁz
from the political party in power, as they would do if the country 1:;.l ?
reactionary government. On tife other hand, theY ventlTlre_:d 1;01 say tha
whenever the Socialist Parties had appealed to the Trade Union I‘v ovement
for support, their appeal had always met with a warm response, and as
much assistance as possible had been given.

In the meantime the employers” attacks on their standards of living
still went on. Moreover, the ceaseless resistance of high finance to t]he
ultimate establishment of peace in Europe still continued, so that the
fiercest efforts were needed on their part. Although it was the _repr}(le-
sentatives of the Trade Union Movement in the (,onlmlssmp for thc
Reduction of Armaments of the League of Nations, who, acting in tf e
name of the whole Labour Movement had set on foot th‘e struggle or
the *“ Treaty of Mutual Assistance,” yet they were greatly I‘C]F)ICI;‘d to bll,(,
that the Labour and Socialist International had ranged itself d}re;:t y
alongside of these representatives, and that at the joint meet{ng 0 rt 1(;:.1
executives in January last an agreement was reached con(,ernmg.t;] e
support of this Pact. By this means it seemed possible to k’eep »\;1 13
the realm of practical politics the movement for peace, disarmament an :
the pacific settlement of disputes between nations : and they were cont
vinced that if this same feeling of friendship and co-operation bet&xeeré
their two Internationals continued as it had hltlllerto d_one, 1t.wuu’! ] not
be long before it would be possible to settle national differences w }11t 10?'
resort to war.  The resolution of the L.S.I. Bureau Meeting of the 4t Jﬁl (yl
on this subject and their decision concerning the Secunty,Pz}ctk t(ll
their cordial approval. The reactionaries did not cease to attac ! ﬁe
League of Nations and the International Labour Office. Wherever i le
government was in the hands of the reactionaries, as was @he case wi ci
Holland, Britain and Germany, the employers were making more an
more resistance to the statutory regulation of workl_ng hours, f:o the v.iagle(s
which had been attained and to workers’ control in factories and\}worf -
shops. Still sterner fighting on the part of their two Internationals OE
the ratification of the Washington Eight-Hour Day Conventnin mus
therefore continue to be the object of their joint efforts. In the time
immediately ahead, moreover, they must continue their energgt_n; pro-
paganda in favour of a demand already adopted by the workelsf 1ep1ie—
sentatives at the Washington Confere{lce of 1919, the‘demand or t li
distribution of the raw materials of industry. To this dema.n‘r._!l mus
be added that put forward at the Congress for Social Legis atﬁmf,
held at Prague in October last year, and approved by thzf W ({de
of the working classes and by the leading econo}msts of the wort :
for workers’ control in industry. But above all it must be clqartho
everybody that they could not let events which had taken ;})Jlace }ir:lh 1?

mining industry in Britain within the last few weeks go ly wi mf
agitating, more energetically than ever before, for nationa isation Ol
land and the means of production. The coal question was no mere nationa
problem. The tens of millions of tons of coal which had been accur:x]l;il-
lated in the various countries of Europe, and for which it was impossible
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to find a sale, spoke louder tl
sale, s 1an ever of anarchy in roduction—
%I;iﬁ]}:yc\:‘]:éﬁgmwoglgl only be enhanced by the méasure!a t::l::zcnl?)l‘]f t?:llt’:
sh G €Nt In guaranteeing profits to the mine.oc 7
pockets of the tax-payers : for this was il wObl S i
; = Was a measure which would inevi
(t;r:ititoon ;;thﬁlm;r; eﬂ;e (Ever—’];iodu;:]tlon of coal, and therefore lrrlli\kléagg
lon still cute. ey had no doubt that a ; 0
the distribution of raw materials 5 o o
. s would speedily lead t isati
of the necessity for a wise oreanisat: et e
ty | S misation of the output of
fuels, and a similar control i P onodhid o
; E of the other means of roduci i
_ _ g ng lich
power. But this would only be possible when thepStates ?n :?ugsggrcll
b en ] se causes, by inu/ 1,
E’:{:1(;2:%1siltrlsilfthgng?g;—?;?es, gifnd making a reasonable dié,yt}'i;:;te;o::hgf
. : Ing, if necess a liveli rork
e, gt emgloymem{?sgary, a livelihood to the workers

abouinthcgnnect‘ion wit_h the Peace Movement, a word must be said
e tgl:o_wmg desire of the reactionary governments to strengt‘]wn
g .thproleqmn of their national industries.  Even before tlie
i ;:n_cosmg of frontiers and the steady raising of import duties
50 thcrnace to peace. W}thlﬂ the last few months it had become
to.mqk(; an ever, from the dlﬂ‘icul_tles that had arisen when attefnptin
B i)e .ﬁc‘::;nt?‘l;cll‘g%l :reatles,h that, if the world wanted peace, there mus%
: etween the various states, com ion being
{ ; S, pensation bein -
01;1‘:(::&% ;)rlzi}h (tl(; ti:;)ltlﬂtirbalange the losses caused to the wc‘)rking popﬁ]g?i?;]
er la €r¢ was dumping. Hence he took i
the attention of the Congres o i Ty e ol
) 3 gress to the resolution which had been
itemon of ( _ een g :
by his Executive at its meeting of the 29th June of this vea?‘I ki

They therefore saw before them the need for joint

attack upon the reaction. It was g gigantic t e

ask, which would have to

ollaborz hem. Thev ho 2
the Conference on their side in the measures which the\{'] Welie(ilhitl?kfri:
g

;)ff itta {;};rcl)%llgll ll;isgﬁf)t 0{1: e oy questions,  They hoped also to be able,
E ! ught necessary or desirs T 5 be able,
or help with all the power at thiir :lis;;{:‘;}_)le’ to give valuable support

mentUiﬁlirS;riioth Eggggtgere r_lte];:_eptlive, the success of the Socialist Move-
: ©s within the last few years would be follow.
a rapid growth of the trade unions. Th ere | o 5 et £
€y were planning to utili i
§tr1?u‘;g1]e t:g:ifrfles(t:tt 1311: c:_-lch_?:mlr_:et of the wage-earner? of a]lglands i;f {‘t}tllgl]:
strug 1 dpitalist system, and they wer 7 Tesolve
continue this fight until victory had been attained el e
” inT?l?y dv_vere'convin_ced that the resolutions of this Congress would
resoluti[}?‘[s :}:gcigmt wh1c]}1 they desired : that the carrying out of these
olut yould strengthen the power of Labour : that 1= « i
11}11ty n their ranks would thereby be advancedr' o Hioe the da)
was drawing rapidly nearer when steps couid be tak

THE VOICE OF THE VICTIMS OF FASCISM.

F. TURAT - :
A thel"[{vl?lA’lT (Italy), who was greeted with tumultuous applause
e ‘:;ago];lzt “;‘hldll he had received expressed a homage which
or him personally hut S i ; i
head, to reach some solitar S e s oY B
lead, 'y grave on Italian soil. He w:
Comrade Henderson for the noble words he had spoken de?:):fr?citnogt?:arz:lf

tion in Ttaly, denouncin 5 i i
taly, g that most terrible sy ression f i
suffered ; not merely the Socialists, but all libeltj'ltoy lovirr':lg ?e?p‘lm;h:::l}:otg?d

208

not accept the Fascist regime.  LIven if the censorship established in his
country did not allow those words to penetrate into their journals, they
would still find their way into the hearts of the people and would be
greatly appreciated. A media@val regime of tyranny had been thrown upon
their country which was endeavouring to destroy the conquests of
forty years of Socialist effort. But they had not come to this Conference
to whine, they had not even come to solicit help, because Matteotti was
right when he said that each nation must fight its own fight for liberty.
There was no precedent in recent history for the attempts that were
being made at present to suppress all political liberty in Italy. There
was not merely Matteotti, whose name had been mentioned by Mr.
Henderson, but he had spoken also of many unnamed and obscure heroes
and martyrs for the country. He had not forgotten the noble fighters
of Molinella. Those two, Matteotti, the individual hero, and the collective
sacrifices of the people of Molinella stood out as the very symbols of their
fight. So long as persons were ready to die for their ideal, and so long as
the masses of the people were willing to follow, they were not going to
give up hope. They knew that there were other countries where reaction
wes raising its head, but this great family of international victims, this
great cluster of international sufferers, would not have been in vain if
it taught the comrades in those countries where liberty reigned to make
every endeavour to keep it as a sacred inheritance. Live for ever the
Socialist International! (Applause.)

STATEMENT BY THE SECRETARY.

Dr. Frieprice ADLER (Secretary) said he did not rise to deliver

a long speech. But before making some technical communications,
he wanted, in the first place to make a few remarks of a more
personal character. Last Saturday some of the delegates were present in
Brussels at one of the most impressive demonstrations of their lives,
when the Belgian Workers’ Party celebrated tlie 40th anniversary of its
foundation. They met in the great historic Grand Place of Brussels.
He with others stood in the small hall where Karl Marx in 1847 founded
the Arbeiter Verein, and where, in 1885, the Belgian Workers’ organisation
had been founded. He had had the honour of speaking, in the name of
the forty delegates, to the masses in the Grand Place, and as he was talking
to them his thoughts went back to a day, some nine years ago, when he
‘had found himself in front of an Austrian Law Court of the old regime.
When he had raised his voice against the violation of Belgian neutrality,
the President of the Court interrupted him by saying “ Do not go into
details.” No greater contrast could be drawn between those two scenes,
showing the split between the conceptions of the capitalist world and
the international solidarity of the workers. Continuing, he said : We
have behind us a week of hard work on organisation routine here
in Marseilles. The most difficult point was the question of the head-
‘quarters of the Secretariat and the appointment of secretaries. Up to
the last moment I had done my utmost to reach a solution by which the
Secretariat would be entrusted to some other comrade. I had the hope
that it might be possible to realise my dream of securing leisure for theoreti-

cal and critical study. You are aware that in January I based my resigna-

tion on the desire to carry out work of this kind and on the ground of

family difficulties involved. In yesterday’s session of the Executive

everyone had to set aside the wish of his heart, and I was also among those

who had to make this sacrifice. I have resolved to set aside my personal

desire to be able to carry on more freely theoretical and critical study.

On the other hand it was not possible for me to meet the wishes expressed

«especially by our English comrades on the second point, namely, that I



should remain permanently in London. Once, ten years ago, I demanded
from the two women, who stand closest to me in life, my mother and my
wife, the heaviest sacrifice which could be asked ; without scruple at
that time, because I believed 1 could not act otherwise in the interests of
our Movement. But in the situation in which I now had to take a decision
I did not feel myself justified in accepting a solution which would impose
unbearable difficulties upon them. And thus quite against my own will [
found myself in the peculiar situation of having to require a condition from
the International, and to say to it that I could only continue in the office
of secretary if this could be fulfilled on the Continent. I thank the English
delegation, I thank particularly Comrade Henderson, for the keen personal
interest they have shown and for the sacrifice they have made to the
International, when, faced with the choice either of retaining London
as the seat of the Secretariat or of continuing to employ me as secretary,
they put forward the proposal that the Secretariat should be transferred
to Switzerland. Henderson’s declaration at the Executive meeting that
the work we have fulfilled in common during the two years in London has
convinced him that in spite of all its difficulties, this solution is the most
advané@@eous to the International—this declaration has given me a
feeling of genuine pride. When I watched with others at this meeting
of yesterday how a solution, which none of the delegates had fought for,
which indeed not one had previously thought of, was finally resolved
upon—how everybody set aside his personal desire and how the common
desire of all that the International might develop in ever-increasing
strength became a living reality—then I became conscious, as I had been
a week earlier on the Grand Place in Brussels, that we have not suffered
in vain, we have not striven in vain, that the spirit of international
solidarity has risen anew in the ranks of the Labour and Socialist Tnter-
national. To it the future belongs !

CONGRESS BUSINESS.

Tre SECRETARY then announced that the Executive had decided
upon the following arrangements for the work of the Commissions :—
i

1. A Commission will be appointed for each of the £ items on the agenda.
In addition a Commission will be appointed to study Eastern European
Questions.

The Executive Committce will act as the Commission for the verification
of Credentials.

2. The Commissions will in general be composed in the same way as the
Executive, so that Parties which have 3-10 Congress votes will appoint 1 repre-
sentative, parties which have 11-20 Congress votes will appoint 2 representa-
tives, and parties which have over 20 Congress votes will appoint 3 representa-
tives. Similarly as is done for the Executive the Parties with less than 3
Congress votes can join together to form groups which can appoint 1 representa-
tive for every 3 Congress votes.

3. For the Commission on Eastern European Questions all the Parties of
Eastern Europe have the right to increase their number of representatives
to 3 each, except that the additional members allowed under this ruling will
be present only in a consultative capacity.

4. The Commissions for Items 2, 3, 5 and 6, as well as the Commission for
Eastern European Questions will begin their work immediately after the opening
of the Congress, and the report on these items to the full Congress will only
be made following the deliberations of the Commissions,

5. The Rapporteurs on the various questions will be ipso facto members of
their respective Commissions.

The delegates to the Congress will have the right to be present as listeners
at the Commissions, but can take no part.

. The Press of the affiliated Parties only will be admitted to the meeti ngs
of the Commissions.
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The KExecutive has also agreed upon a new diﬁl.'rlh-ll'llflfl u{;i
Congress votes. The Executive further l‘L‘.(l:l‘)I‘[:l.l‘Ilt‘.lldhl to 1“99?::1 -
maximum number of votes from 30 to 40. 1 I }ui;hup]}:_)‘l)l(céz Lﬁ?&wﬁih 1}1]'1\»'(-:
sre ritain The proposal of the ill ha
Great Britain end Germany. Th : o 5
t:> be discussed by the Commission for ?uestlons of Oli‘sggg.]lin&ona ;I;]iy
1 p FE *S Je ask, however, permiss Pl
finally adopted by Congress. We ; . PPl
pr(?Vi%iOﬂ;lll% the new rule in case of a vote even before the formal decisio

of the Congress. (Agreed.)

Following the new distribution of votes, the number 0{1 lrep.rescn;zrt‘: : :::f;
on the Executive Committee is increased by one for the fo o}\:’mtg pwhiéh.
France ] Holland, Polish Socialist Party. The Latvian Party :

hitherto, has formed a group togethlgr lwith E%éh;:{.gstggl n’(I)\lfel;gl\lfs\ﬁ
i its ¢ 50 Wi fia and Pa : W
-esentative of its own, and so will Bulgar s . j
iﬁplzew groups of parties having three votes each, have a.r_mou}rllccd ;}";(;i
iQtitution . Greece, Hungarian S.P. in Czecho-Slovakia, unsgP 32
{lj;)m}grztnts’ Croup, “Vilagossag”’ and Yugo-Slavia, Independent S.P.
Poland, German S.P. in Poland.

The following parties are actually not represent.c}d 01; th;’ Ol'r.?‘;:czltl\( i:).
Lithuania (2 Congress votes), Esthonia (2), Danzig (R),%ia (1)81)0115}{
Luxemburg (1), British Guiana (1), S.P. in Carpathian Kus )

S.P. in Czecho-Slovakia (1), Turkey (1).

Finally, let me say a word about the I\{Ae}l)lort W'hic(iil{,lt(-:}ézt?(?ﬁr?{ti:;r(i?;f
itting 1 i ! ages /ill every de
is submitting to you in three languages. e
ris e part of this Report dealing with their "Party, and
;;:ei:%t?vtehﬁg]:lres in the statistical tables. Rectifications n‘}xlubtﬁl‘?:l 1":(111113:;11
in during the Congress, so that they may be 1'nserted{m_tt he e
of the Report which is to be published immediately after the g

The Congress then adjourned.
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SECOND SESSION.,
SuNDAY, AucGUST 23rD, 1925, 4 p.u.

In the Chair: ;s :
el S T (Gt Ve T BhieeER

ABSENT DELEGATES.

Tue CHAIRMAN said that bef i
e aid ore starting the Agend: is
Par&}l}izrls?r]r;gu;cimmum_catlons. _Some of thgir coml{‘gadesd \l:’i(:v I:x}:id
who Would} have b(ee?lppgfstgl‘lt't%Zdhlilotr 3t(] e ang
Lk e d se leir greetings and apologi
SOCialri:;tmplaéz ll&i l‘\1:49'15}1&d to mention that old protagcé;nist of F:‘ig;ii.iong;
S he‘.w:r) : 11\;}1‘3 uniortunately was ill and had to stay away
Ay Tewg qfe expressing the wishes of the conference whf:nr
< it geitf gutaky would hat{e a speedy recovery. Then thetl
Yo b ofhth Z, Lu:gom_aster of Ylenna, who had been kept at hom-e
e e e Wiat
e : bott Comrade <y was also true of our c iend
natrirézcz;l u‘ih((?)z;‘](;}&u{blm:i.l\la, and of Wallhead, Treasurerm::f (t)%l(i, ilul?zlﬁ
i 1'ec’eived ; )efn kept at_home on account of illness. A letter had
rom Pablo Iglesias, senior of the Socialist Party in Slpcilci‘(

LS
that old soldier et
>r of Socialism,” a: ;
> s he called himse
the Chairman read a strikir'.;{ passage umself, from whose message

DEATH OF H. H. VAN KOL.

W. H. B : i
L Nilg thaﬂL%TEr(ij{Ijﬂ (an({lc:irilsc)l san(_iI etlrl‘i;t tl}[e S}Elld news had come that
e J . 3 as to have participated i ;
hailt?b;?; egﬂ(rlnl;l; Efoulc} 1_)10[1;@1}-' have been the only dlglegt;(t:ip;tt"g?milg x:'llie
e v = Izio(j\r o dthc First International. All those who fmew thz
Soto o van Kol aucl1 all those who knew him personally, would know
L de-j-a uess? had been awakened by the news, of his death
el ﬁ £ &Jmmfle. His good humour, his courage anci hlb
AUt ot ght, 1\1Vf:1(= an example that they all tried %o imitate
L in, ‘when still a student at the Polytechnic of Delft, he
years when his' pro%eiizi(:tzllglia.]?t{etrlllsilﬂés‘(tlnieﬁ}ational. pe tl-;e l'ong
e : Jlession as Jineer took him out of t v
alivu a,l;;n;ttl'nfl(llea ;althlful member of the party. His ti;[nefa‘;l}t{: r;%ﬁ?“ hf"
Contes Ma 1§PF1>12~a} of the Socialist Party. In 1892 he was at ttirc
country‘ o tOOkrb‘lfl i?q with Llebkn_echt, and when he return(ed to hllg
S toomm %:) : e flag of Soc;ahsm_ against the anarchism which
bk Vegr}z;te the Socialist Movement. Their whole-hearted
ST cxpreq:: e han ol, and they could not better honour his me;nof
e T{ols. nge)eg ;E}l;;ﬁ th(? S_??lalist Movement would bring forti
e i permission to convey the sympathy of the
Tue C N sai
s ha&%{;:}li\ilim\l said that Van Kol, in a telegram dated 19th
ek s the ﬁs‘ tgrgetmgs and good wishes to the Congress ,a.clcliu ,
el V\‘“'e 5 ,If) _tlmc he‘ was absent from a Congress of tﬁc Int :
5 Une< i th.el Ec;:m(c}la]f that it was _(leath who kept him away. He W?E]l.—:
Tk th_ ers o_f the Belgian Labour Party, and should ha vf
aker at the meeting of commcznoration held recently. The lt:q:

BDANY]

of Van Kol was o loss not merely to the Duteh Socialist Party, but
Socialists the world over. Comrade Vliegen was going to Holland in order
to be present at the funeral of Van Kol, and he asked the Conference to
consent to Comrade Vliegen going there not merely as representing the
Dutch Socialist Party, but that he should be the mandatory of the Inter-
national Socialist Movement, and that as such he should deposit a
wreath in honour of the dead pioneer.

This was agreed to.

THE FIGHT OF THE WORKING CLASSES FOR PEACE.

Tre CHAIRMAN announced that item 1 of the Agenda would be
taken— The International Labour and Socialist Peace Policy.” The
speakers would be Roden Buxton (Great Britain), Rudolf Hilferding
(Germany), Leon Blum (France), and Morris Hillquit (United States of
America).

C. RopEN BUXTON (Great Britain) said he introduced this
subject with a profound sense of its importance and moment for
Socialism. The question of Security and Disarmament is one which
concerns Socialists more intimately than any other Party. Liberals and
even Reactionaries may want peace, but the mere desire for peace is
reinforced, in the case of Socialists, by the whole conception of society
and history on which Socialism is founded. The peace policy of Socialism
is something entirely different from Liberal pacifism. We believe that
there is far more community of interest between the workers of different
countries, than between the workers and the possessing classes in any
particular country. Again, if Socialists attack Capitalism, it is partly
because Capitalism, owing to its inherent tendencies, contains within
itself the perpetual menace of war. A most important part of Socialist
world-policy should be the international repartition of raw materials
now so unequally distributed and nationally exploited—a proposal which
would contribute more than anything else to the building up of a real
world-organisation, and would remove one of the greatest dangers of war.

The immediate international situation makes this question more
urgent than ever. Evenat this moment there is war going on in Morocco.
There would have been wars in the past two years in other cases—Corfu,
Egypt, China—had it not been for the overwhelming military force on
one side. There is an increasing danger of war on a large scale. It is not
inevitable ; but it is inevitable if the workers of the world do not bestir
themselves and determine to prevent it.

What is the duty of the International ? It is not to confine itself
to any one method, but to use every method at its disposal. Denmark
and Sweden have given us a brilliant example of what a Socialist Party
can do in the disarmament of its own country. The Socialists of
Holland have made important proposals in the same direction. We place
great hopes in our Socialist comrades who occupy Government positions
in Belgium and in Czecho-Slovakia.

There is also the great propaganda of peace education which the
International is constantly carrying on and which you will see illustrated
in the appeals and manifestoes contained in the Report. We demand
disarmament. The one-sided disarmament of the defeated States is no
solution. We believe that the International should go far beyond the
narrow proposals for the reduction or limitation of armaments, which
have hitherto clouded the horizon of capitalist statesmen. We should
demand, on the contrary, that the proposal should be made of complete
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:}nd universal disarmament by mutual agreement ; so that this idea
s:hould, at least, be spre_ad abroad among the nations. Continuous pré%:
sure should be kept up in each country for this purpose. ;

But the International should also most carefully i
ventive action in the actual case of a threat of wail}li]\%r?iﬁ-te c:ft Slg{z-
This should take two forms (a) the preparation for concerted Parlia-
mentary and other political action, and (b) concerted action with the
Ipternzt$1qnal Federation of Trade Unions with a view to assistin the
Trade Union Movement to take the most effective measures on the ir%dus-
trial field, whether through strikes or otherwise, to paralyse the war
machine. Both these forms of action require, in my opin“i(;n enquir
by special commissions, including historical enquiry into the re’asbnqq fCZ
the failure of 1914, and scientific enquiry into the modern methods whereb
practically the whole of industry, but above all iron and steel and heavy
chemicals, is diverted from peace production to war production, 4

All these methods are open to the Internati 7
be sharply and clearly distingui]:hed from the Comamtlll%?:i‘id;hgf‘ f(f;:ﬁ]ilrid
groups in t}atione}l armies, encouraging desertion, and so forth. and a%
the same time stirring up revolutionary, colonial or international wars
in the belief that out of such wars something better will emerge This
is a childish belief, an amateurish belief, which is contradicted.by all

hlStOl y It 15 melel\f d l‘lg w h b p ¥
. ea]l lt symptom d ]Id l}t i {l me ia
: S a n undamen l

_Such are the distinctive tasks of the International. But the Inter-
national must also take up a position on the proposals for Security and
Disarmament which may be adopted by existing Governments. Capi-
talist Governments are in power, and, unfortunately public oi).inionpis
dominated by a false conception of security. The real fact is, that reat
armaments provoke suspicion, counter-preparation, and atizlck "gl“he
are a weapon in the hands of Capitalist governments, which thrsy.canno}t;
be trusted to use for defence only. So far as home defence is concerned
we should be far more secure without them. But public opinion is not
vet convinced of this. We must take things as they are. We c;innot
afford to wait. And we recognise that, as things are, no great measure
of disarmament will be secured in the near future without some syste
of mutual guarantee against attack. ; PR

The movement for such a system h i
' ; . suc system has passed through various stages
dr;l(.] culminated last year in the Protocol of Geneva, t}%re guiding ideg (:E
Etl ich g;asdth?g,%lot onl}; must security be combined with disarmament
as1n the dralt lreaty of Mutual Assistance), but Univ itrati
must be combined with both. : Soshie e

In the elaboration of this Protocol 48 nations worked together
It was the first time that the statesmen in general had regarded the
abolition of war as a serious possibility. Under the Protocol all disputes
were to be referred to impartial settlement, the aggressor, against \Ehon?
alone war was Justifiable, was defined as that Power ‘which havin
refused Arb1trat19n, resorted to war. It was a general system of mutua.gl
agreement. Partial agreements, if admitted at all, were admitted only
if registered and published by the League and if open to all States (mem-
bers of League) desiring to accede thereto. Finally, this guaranfee
system was not to come into force until a general scheme of Disarmament
had been brought into operation by a conference to which all States.( even
those outside the League of Nations, should be invited. (

I will not discuss that, as Henderson dealt with i
‘ _ S5 , as t with it yesterday. I will
n}m_]ertgy say that the Internatlongl, by all its dec]aratigns has supported
the Protocol, but we are faced with the fact that its fate is now doubtful
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and new proposals have been made for a limited Pact in Western Europe.
This Pact, however, cannot be placed in the same category as the Protocol.
We are confronted with mere vague principles—with a few diplomatic
documents, full of uncertainties and inconsistencies—in which the real
difficulties of the situation have not yet been faced. There is, in fact, no
Pact before us. There is the beginning of a negotiation, which may
lead to a limited military alliange, or may lead to the Protocol in a different
form.

It is not possible, therefore, to present any clear declaration of the
policy of the International with regard to the Pact. There is an over-
whelming opinion in favour of the Protocol. The British delegation
has always shared the opinion, though it has always been careful to define
its attitude as to the form in which ratification should take place. But
the different parties are divided as to whether the Pact will ever become
a reality ; as to what form it will take if it does become a reality ; and
as to the value of any such form. There are, in fact, two different views
on this point.

(1) Some Socialists, thinking mainly of the need of liquidating old
quarrels—and assuming that the Protocol cannot be realised for some
time to come—point to the great advance represented by the German
Goverament’s offer of February 9th—especially the paragraphs relating
to the Protocol, and the offer to make analogous Arbitration Treaties
with all States. They dwell on the German rather than the French
conception. They welcome the application of peaceful methods to what
they consider the danger spot of Europe, namely, the Rhine ; they welcome
the co-operation of former enemies. These things are certainly steps
towards the Socialist ideal. They think that the advantages of their
scheme outweigh the dangers of a limited military alliance. They think
that all serious objections can be removed in the new formulation which
will take place.

(2) Others, thinking rather of the new complications which a Pact
of this kind may create in future, consider that the proposed arrangement,
so far as we are able at present to foresee its nature, is likely to divide the
people into two camps, and point to the danger of an anti-Russian military
combination, driving Russia to become an exclusively Asiatic Power. The
proposed arrangement, they think, would not solve the problem of peace
in Eastern Europe ; the provisions as to Poland and Czecho-Slovakia
are of a one-sided character. Further, it is not combined with any pro-
posals for disarmament. It would allow military action to be taken,
in certain cases, both by parties to the Arbitration Treaties and by the
“ guarantors ” of those treaties, without the application of any impartial
international procedure, but merely on the one-sided decision of an
interested party. Such military action, outside the machinery of Arbi-
tration, while permitted to one party, will, it seems, be denied to the other.
A formal equality of rights does not constitute real reciprocity so long
as, of the two parties chiefly concerned, one is armed and the other dis-
armed. Such an arrangement again may tend to prevent the revision, and
even may constitute a renewed affirmation, of certain provisions of the
Peace Treaties which are condemned as unjust by the Labour and Socialist
International. These objections, it is thought, could only be removed
if the suggested scheme were accompanied by a widespread measure of
Disarmament, and were merged in a general scheme of Arbitration.

Such being the divisions of opinion, the International must neces-
sarily leave it to the various parties, which may be called upon to take
decisions suddenly, either to support or to oppose the suggested arrange-
ment. It should lay down the constitution, however, that, whatever



attitude any particular party may take, they should not support any
limited Pact which is not under the control of the League of Nations,
or which could be used to block any general measures of arbitration and
disarmament, and further, that they should take the opportunity of the
discussions on the Pact to support in their Parliaments the point of view
of the International on the subject of the Protocol.

The International, without pledging‘ itself to every word in the
Protocol, demands that the whole question of the general principles con-

tained in it should be examined again at the forthcoming Assembly of the

the extension of the League so as to include not only Germany, but also
Russia and the United States. A vigorous propaganda should be carried
on in each country in favour of these objects. In every international
conflict we should demand that it should be settled, as a matter of course,
not by the parties but by an international tribunal. - We should go beyond
international conflicts, and demand that such conflicts as are of world
importance, even within the various empires themselves, should be sub-
mitted to impartial arbitration.

At the same time the International recognises that, even a general
system of Arbitration, Security and Disarmament will not form a com-
plete solution of the problem of international relations, unless the machinery
contained in Article 19 of the Covenant of the League of Nations is
¢elaborated in such a way as to facilitate the revision of any provisions of
the Peace Treaties which have become obsolete or dangerous to Peace.
Particularly so, when Moscow or the Communist International holds out
to the oppressed the hope of effecting these necessary changes by another
war. Such provisions must be based upon a clear recognition of the
solidarity of working-class interests. No scheme for improving the
execution of the law is sufficient unless the making and revising of the
law itself is provided for at the same time,

It is important for the International, which is in an early stage of
its growth, to limit itself to simple and general proposals. What is
important above all is to secure the wholehearted and well-informed
co-operation of all the parties, even if the programme be limited and
elementary.

That which is common to the conscious Socialists of all countries is
the simple will to peace—the general conception that the interest of the
workers of the world is one—that they have no real quarrel with one
another. Our solution must be a broad and simple one. We cannot
enter into the torturing complexities of national diplomacy. We must
oppose to anarchy, organisation : to suspicion, friendship ; to the right
of the strongest, reason and justice : to the national divisions of capitalist
States, the sacred watchword of working-class solidarity. If the workers
speak with a united voice, united in mutual love and understanding,
they can accomplish much. Capitalist statesmanship is bankrupt ;
Socialist statesmanship must supply the world with that for which the
whole world is waiting— Peace. (Applause.)

RupoLr HILFERDING (Germany) referred in the first place to
the International Congress at Stuttgart in 1907, when there was a dis-
cussion on the question of Interhational Peace, and Bebel and Volmar
found themselves discussing the problem together with their English and
French friends, Keir Hardie and Jaureés, who were the early leaders in the
fight against war. At that time Vandervelde—whom we greet to-day
because we know that in the place in which he finds himself at present,
he is continuing the fight for peace—Vandervelde, then President of the
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vternational, in his closing speech used these words @ Capitalism is war,
L:.:(;‘ill!‘i:ttllx ,il'.-: ;)ILE{ICI..'." anhwilth this antithesis they could no longer Sai.tlsf)i
themselves.  They had now to find out that they had a C(_J]lcrete p_rop(;lsa
for the purpose of preventing war. Life was only worth liv }ng_v:vhll{_e t ey
fought that fight, and sad as it was still to live under Capitalism, it was
intolerable to think that they should once more die for Capitalism.
(Applause.) They could not wait to abolish war until BOCIaIISi_‘I‘l was ]a.
reality ; but the fight for Socialism and the fight for peace were simul-
taneous objects in the class-struggle of the workers. bm(,‘e that memor-
able Stuttgart conference the position of the working classes andvth‘e mtcll -
national solidarity of the working classes had considerably II:l.lrei:laL(i
Labour was now an important factor in the national and internationa
politics of each country, and it was no longer possible for (;overnme_nts‘
to govern without taking into consideration the position and the desires
of the working classes. They fom}d that Cap_ltallsm had, in manl.y
cases, either done away entirely with monarchies or had completley
reformed them. In the United States they saw Capitalism (I_ev]e. op
in the form of a Republican Government. _ They had seen Ca]:utﬁ ism
likewise develop under the mere sham constitution of the Hohenz_ol ;a_rns
in Germany and the Hapsburgs in Austria. They had seen Capitalism
develop under such a splendid constitution as that of Great Britain,
and under Czarist Russia just as much as it was at present developing in
Bolshevist Russia. Thus, Capitalism has developed under very different
circumstances and was constantly changing its superstructure, whlls'{: at
the same time it was creating its own opponents in the form of wori.\u_lgl-
class forces which grew more and more. This was the great clla‘lxge Whlg i
had come about in politics since the war. Even though, as (,01_]‘11'2]11 e
Henderson had said, the workers continued to be slaves ccmwrmlca %;
their political freedom was growing and soon they would be CTO?P eilte y
free. A new phase was, therefore, approaching for pacifism. The p aste
of utopian pacifism of the past, which was merely based on gentim‘le_rn‘,
was closed and a new chapter opened—that of realistic pacifism. h1~s
meant that now their fight was going to be different in its methods.
At Stuttgart war was still considered to be an inevitable ewl’ and rthere—
fore the means adopted to fight war were, after_ the_ outbreak ofl \sari to
declare a general strike for the purpose of stopping it. But to-d ay t ueyf
realised that war must be fought every day, that peace was a qjms't_l(gl Ot
political organisation, and that they must not let one day govpasil;_] '\ntt}ou
remembering the seriousness of their position. If they did t .dt dlevy
would be acting in agreement with the ideal which Jean Jaurés had so
clearly foreseen.

as necessary to oppose to the bourgeois conception of everlasting
rivaliltty\:;,;lld 1iir.)mlthetblftion ;tlfl(imgst nations the working class conception,
which was one of solidarity and co-operation. They must, in oppos?on
to the bourgeois conception of nationalism, set up a proletarian CUE ception
of nationality. They wanted to presérve and to develop in eacl nal.‘lor;
those elements of civilisation, of culture, and of art that were vmrthcyl ;J
development. But they did not want to preserve, nay, they war_‘;te 1 ()
abolish that idea of nationalism which drove nations into the jnen;:‘ms
against eachother. Thisabolition of the principle of bourgeois nz’:.tm‘n?z_x dlSl'I}
was tantamount, politically, to limiting the sovereignty of 1nd|:\ idua
States and placing it under the sovereignty of the universality of ﬁldtlf)l;ft.
That meant that no individual State should any longer have the rig :
to declare war. The universality of nations should stand up agan:lf)l
whoever broke the peace. The League of Nations also must be streng1 ci
ened by the entry of Germany. Russia must also enter, and they :;1ppe:~11t e
to their friends in the United States to make every effort to put a stop
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to the isolation of that Republic. [t was easy, of course, to criticise the
League of Nations, but their criticism should not be directed against
the institution as such, but against the bad use that Governments were
still making of the institution. Last year their hopes were much greater
with regard to the League of Nations, for at that time MacDonald and
Henderson represented Great Britain, and Heriot and Paul-Boncour
represented France, and their hope would again improve when Govern-
ments were so constituted, through the influence of Socialism, that they
would be able to make a better use of the League of Nations than was
at present being made of it. And in order to bring this about their
trinity was “‘ Security, Arbitration and Disarmament.” They fully
recognised that the best means of realising this was the Protocol of
Geneva of 1924. They perfectly understood the position of the British
Labour Party and thanked them for their tenacity in upholding the
Protocol. They were quite in agreement with them on this point, that
they thought that arbitration would not be effective unless it was com-
pulsory. If it did not become compulsory, and if it did not embrace all
possible conflicts, every point that was excepted could be made the excuse
of some State resorting to war. No one separate State ought to be
allowed to give a guarantee for any award given by the Court of Arbi-
tration. Such guarantee could only be given by the League of Nations as
a whole. Only the League of Nations should be able to judge whether
an award of the Arbitrators had been violated : whether an attack had
taken place. And above all disarmament was, so to speak, the Holy Ghost
in this trinity, because without disarmament they did not think security
was possible, and without disarmament arbitration also was not possible,
because it would always happen, that the one or the other nation, feeling
itself{ﬂ?&[‘ﬁciently strong to carry its point, would try to do away with the
Arbitrator’s award and therefore war would always remain the latent idea.
On the other hand, they did not want disarmament which only extended
to some nations, and particularly as disarmament in this partial form
would not permit of moral disarmament, which was most essential. They
in his country were friends of the Protocol, but whilst they were waiting
for the Protocol to become a reality, what were they to do ? Should they
take no steps towards arbitration pending the Protocol becoming a
reality ? They would leave nothing undone to help the Protocol to
become a reality, but meanwhile they thought that other means were
at hand by which they could secure a partial peace agreement. The
Security Pact which was being prepared, appeared to them to offer such
a possibility, but they were most desirous that such a Pact should not
become a step leading them away from the Protocol, but rather a step
leading towards it. If they succeeded in obtaining compulsory arbitra-
tion and a guarantee undertaken by the League of Nations in a partial
Security Pact—if such partial Security Pact obtained an approach between
Germany and the Western Nations, and Germany and the Eastern
Nations, then, he thought, the Security Pact would bring them nearer
to the Protocol. .

In reply to his friend Buxton, he said there were certainly differences
in the Socialist camp with regard to the Security Pact. Differences of
opinion on political problems were quite natural within the International,
and sometimes it was the true international spirit which such differences
revealed. They understood that the English and French felt a certain
pride in the Protocol, and they (the Germans), it must be clearly under-
stcod, would do nothing to hinder the Protocol becoming a reality. If
they were in favour of a separate Security Pact, it was only because they
thought that through it they were taking one step forward in conquering
the distrust between nations, and they hoped their English friends would
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i st ste : e hey would promise
help them in that first step.  On the other hand the) W m
lha]t after that first step had become a reality, they would do everything
in their power to help the Geneva Protocol to become a reality.

: wished to say yet another few words in criticism _Of the League of

N;Ltiglt;. He had aiready said that the League of Nations would only
become the instrument they wanted it to become if Labour was able tg
hammer and weld it through its own efforts in the class-struggle whalf
it was fighting in every country. The League of Nations n"tust f]nao
become an instrument for eliminating the economic causes of war. lg
States of Europe had been Balkanised. That was to say, C(TII_(!I{I()I‘IS ]‘li‘t
been created similar to those that produced the Balkan wars in the past.
On to the political Balkanisation was grafted the economic Balkanisation.
Moreover there was the rising tide of protectionism. Economic pro-
tectionism led to military protectionism, and Y111{]1tary PfOteCtloll'lbII'l
brought about war. Therefore the League of Nations must use ,e_‘ e}ry
effort to do away with economic rivalries and endeavour to orgamlbt;l the
economic life of nations on a universal basis. If they succeede l1)11
exercising that influence on the League of Nations, then they v."uu‘lldf e
able to express such a policy on the League of Nations that, insteac ll“.r_ it
being an instrument of nationalism, they would be able to fight .natlonal ism
through the League of Nations. But in order to bring this about t 1}{;:_re
was no other means but to wage an ever-increasing battle _for peace?_\\'rlz\'t_ in
every particular country. If this Congress were to set forth thg WOr : ing-
class conception of nationality and to set out on the path toltiea istic
pacifism, this would be a historical accomplishment. It woutl _ }nf.—:lain
beating the Bourgeoisie in the field of ideas as we shall beat them po 1‘[:;:3: y
and economically. We sometimes hear some of our well-meaning a r\-.ecllg
saries say that Socialism has changed and Socialists are moving towards
reality. No, my friends. Socialism has not changed, but're.a.lft.}-fhT
moving towards Socialism. (Applause.) It is moving ecmwlmca:l!}- ;: dor
the period of classical capitalism is gone and capitalism of to—.cl:}.\ is IT:I:.’II‘C
and more organising industry for Socialism to-morrow. It is r{m;{ ng
politically, for greater and greater is the influence which the~\u')rl_ers
exercise upon the destinies of nations. That is how 1'(-3_3.11t)i and 5010.1‘3. ism
are approaching each other and how our ideal of internationalism is
nearing realisation ! (Applause.)

i S8 5 d at the

Leon BLUM (France) then addressed the Congress, an X

conclusion the President announced that the translation would take
place on the following morning at 9.30 a.m.

The Congress then adjourned.
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THIRD SESSION.

MoNDAY, AUGUST 2471H, AT 9.30 A.M.

In th VE i
(Amegca,?[j(_:sl-f?n” Otto WELS (Germany) and Victor L. BERGER

Leon BLUM (France) : In th i
; _ ) : e opening words of his speech C

l’ﬁi)lrfgrd111%_h:511(él spoken of Stuttgart, but he (the speaker) Wag rerrlw(rr?{ancﬁg :

e f:.r; :Ctli-] ;:fll{\lané-la?;?]urg where l:he International was 1‘05-(:onstitutedg

_ s th ot the progress they had made since that ti ‘

ing around him at the present time, althougl . et

: ., there were m

trouble, he noted that great progress dlgug 1 o e

b HI; gress had been made when they considered
 as as mburg and as it was to-d i

the Ruhr difficulty was at its inati T A ey s

3 culminating point, and tl i
themselves whether new and O ot
*w and greater conflicts were not goi aris

created by the atmosphere of suspici i Bt T

G i o spicion and distrust. But meanwhile

. Allied bz ad left the Ruhr, the problem of

;::ons hagl been approached from the angle of reason,pthe Il’?oct)(}clgxlil?(i

Ge;z:ﬂ ":]1_1 (E{E\,trt;i for ttho apprc;valMof governments, and in February the

an Government prepared a Memorandum maki ai :

for a Security Pact, which w ill 1 iR R
3 : ere still in negotiation, and which

: i - o 2 ave th

zgﬁsid};?aji t{-?l; :ftl;:faf:ttil(;:] (Lt I He thought that their Internatio%alewo:j;g
h n these various successes that had b :

because they had certainly had a hand in making the:ri1 po:seigl:‘adwd!

o ggz S;dgiz Elr);f] 11;f;lcésb:;gn prodtticeg in the attitude of both the French
g s greatly due to the influence of t1 ialists
R luence of the Socialists.
3 pared for the Dawes Plan, providing f
of the Reparations question, by the F el
: S , by ‘rankfort Socialist Conf : i
with regard to the Memorandum of G 7 A s o e
R o merndum o :ermany, was it not the preparatory
: 922 b e st International to which th: 3
:é?ge‘sviis%g?aied}“' ttlha]g tz‘rglehthz r}:_lljresentatives of France fm‘:lrzdm:ﬁg?is
eS AS ted with Breitscheid, Hilferding, Camille H :
Shaw, and with the never to b frteoti url Be
W, _ > e forgotten Matteotti, and the aft
project along lines which afterwards inspi A fabia
h 2 g spired the German doc
;E;:ﬁ ;zl:ltT;?l;Eﬁ:} ];Ettlhlst gear.h S}c:metimes they were bl21111Legrnf'f::*tilcl)f
ent activity, 1e thought there had never be ; i
of activity than last year and this v 08 ey 8
t 8 st 3 : s year. In January, 1922, th
meeting at Brussels, where the Bureat e
s, 1 of the Trades Uni g 1
;)nf i{m:‘:terldam met together with the Bureau of the L.SI.OIn rFrtli Elig'::—(i):l
Sam;ay, t l:;:rc was another meeting of the Executive, d(-rali.ng with‘tl{é
- problem of Pf‘otucol and Pact. Again, in July they met in
orga; (i);la{t?or:w_d l?ndthe 20th ofljuly in Brussels, so that the perma}’nent
ad very amply prepared for the Con ess, i
hadivery \ _ ss, and 4
Qavivt 4 (iior_t tI'{L (_qngre.ss to put into the form ofgr resolurtlim:; ‘:IE::
A e dliﬂ‘::rzi ngéng'ttl)_ take for the purpose of co-ordinating the actions
ent Soclalist sections in the world. Wi ¢
_Pr(gocol, their attitude was clearly defined. When th:;zhrrf:tg zil:;d_];t?uthe
}?1 en?sssiljtu;agimlty }\]vas r]eached with the sole exception of their Brit?;ﬂ
nds, b May when they met again to deal with th |
lt.i‘mn}'1 BdI'ItIS%'l friends were in agreement, so that completeeui?::i?nsiltl\t?\iﬁltf
ached. Then camelthe period when the opposition of the Briti:ﬂi
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Conservatives threw some doubt on the realisation of the Protocol.  The
Socialists, however, had no reason to change their attitude, as Comrade
Hilferding had pointed out. But notwithstanding their general approval
of the Protocol, the question arose as to whether the Socialist attitude
was to be one of intransigence ; whether they were going to say “ either
the Protocol or nothing at all,” or whether they would be ready as a
first step towards the realisation of the Protocol, meanwhile to try for
some other temporary solution. Were they to revert back to the Treaty
of Mutual Assistance ? Or should they look forward towards preparing
the limited Pact of Security ?

Answering his friend Mr. Buxton, he thought it was hardly
possible for the Congress to say that they were leaving entire liberty to
the various Socialist sections with regard to the attitude they were
going to take towards the Pact of Security. He thought it would create
quite an impossible situation if the British Labour Party in the British
Parliament voted against the Security Pact, whilst in the Paris
Parliament and in the Berlin Parliament there was an affirmative vote
of the Socialists on the same question. He did not think they could
afford to split up the Socialist parties. The International Socialist
Movement must be of one mind and must pursue the same policy. Some-
times one spoke of Communist dangers, and particularly of the criticism
put forward in the Communist camp, but he thought they ought to work
as if Communism did not exist. There was one thing, however, they could
learn from the Communist International and that was that it had a
uniform policy. He allowed that their policy was bad and was most
injurious, but it was one policy. He was not advocating the Communist
discipline, which was devoid of any liberty of thinking, but he was
asking that on a question like this there should not be open dissension
and contradictory voting amongst socialist parties.

Mr. Henderson had spoken splendid words with regard to the Protocol,
words inspired by wisdom and political knowledge, and words which
had led them fully to appreciate the situation. He wished to tell
their British friends that they could count upon their collaboration
when the time came for the Protocol to be realised. But the
question of the present time was whether the first step towards the
realisation of the final ideal could not be obtained by some other Pact.
They could not approve of a Pact which would split up Europe into the
diverse camps which they had before the war, but the question was
whether, for the infermediate period, before they came to the full realisation
of the Protocol, any other document chould be examined to see what it
was worth and to find out whether it was a step backward towards the
sort of alliance which existed before the war, which Lloyd George and Briand
proposed to renew, or whether it was a document preparing the way for
a brighter future. If the present document was of the latter character,
then he thought they had no right to refuse to consider it. To-day
there was no longer any question of having a Pact similar to the one
discussed at Cannes, or later on at Genoa, when the only people who were
going to enter into the agreement were those who had formerly belonged
fo the same side during the war. The present Pact was one which was
going to be signed by Germany, who would have equal rights and the
duties were clearly defined. That Security Pact provided for the peaceful
settlement of certain Eastern questions by arbitration. It also provided
for the control of the League of Nations, and particularly it afforded a
solution for the most dangerous of all problems—the relations between
Germany and France. Now what would be the value of that Pact if the
British Socialists refused to adhere to it in the British Parliament EeLE
had been pointed out that that Pact contained certain difhiculties, and
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articul: i i i
Ef gﬂlrl::;getifl;;d({?irtiﬂgty in rEgard to fcocrcwe sanctions and the difficulty
anteeing Germany's Eastern frontiers ; but all these di i
. i ‘ nany : all these 25
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, se, any case which would be judged by ¢
i ; judged by on
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b 1e members of the League for defence or help. Therefore
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b g (t)w Germany was opposed to Article 16 of the Cover;.agnt
v E d] a ‘\:'lli;hoﬁtt:nndfwtl}l]l m:j the part of Germany, it would b(:
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He w i ; .
The Pro:(?(fo%glzir:gtt}? mzﬁxe a practical proposal with regard to the Protocol.
Tisiigie of Na't‘ £ tiZ‘-Jy new, had been accepted by the Assembly of the
the Protocol Eﬁgf’ ity had not been ratified by the Governments. In
certainly be :1ccep§ecr§: to}:‘eeBEI’_?;il c%nceltni_ng arbitration which would
A 2 ke \ sh Dominions, and as that was s -
aI:OlIéL(}; tdt lri(flstdt;‘ﬁv trl) save that part—they should rally round thzl(; J;)l;er\t
et ‘;tilll bcu\tles were, of course, not eliminated by arbitration
of disarmqmént f(‘) some problemg to SQI\’LE, and particularly the pmblerr;
¥ securin,: arb'tl = ne 5[_)eaker (Hilferding) had referred to the Trinit‘l,'__
SothiE AR Ii[ éstilonl.d dls,.armament ”“; but he would not mention them
o ('mb_ prefer to say, “ security through disarmament and
disarmament will arbitration will assure the solution of conflicts, and
sl gilg f1 ‘plotcc_:t the nations against the danger that one na{tion
ying on the force of its armaments, would take up a brutal attitude
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11, an & i i
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necessarvgif the]en conflicts were arising, but arbitration would not be
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would feel sure };h_ai \t)‘lg}l’dh‘riclmﬁulca o ]t<h(‘iir Elluty Vi e thév
e : h work to do. At Hamburg they
o ]l1to ‘: 1;::1_0:};96 Olf’ .,t'he. causes of unrest, they discussed the quesl;%orzh?é
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be repeated. 1If : '
. . a treaty was to be revi : . ] :
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The s L . / :
e %Lﬁgggitcﬁ:ze of International conflict lay in the fact that they
o g RS present time quite a number of autocratic govern-
gﬂverﬁmcnts Wi Wi o d Russia, Italy and Spain, and autocratic
FRo ol At 1 :;e lil' _lhtf\m:agl\-'es a constant menace to peace because
Hiooed tov}ﬂ(}g tll)p 'y In foreign politics the same habits of brutality they
turbances of( Eu m.‘lr G .S"bJECtS‘ A third lay in the economic dis-
b b na?i)(l;t- zlls.» a result of the war. They were quite convinced
S toralb ey na prosperity was perfectly reconcilable with inter-

prosperity ; in fact that national prosperity led to international
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prosperity and to international security.  But, on the other hand, poverty,

cconomic unrest and instability were bad and led to political disturbances.

Economic difficulties were never so much in evidence in Europe as they were

at the present time. The economic principles which governments were

trying to apply were full of contradictions and were, so to speak, a travesty

and ridicule of political economy. That was to say, economic conditions
could not be reconciled with the political conditions created by the war.
There was the relation of debtor and creditor between nations, which
could only be adjusted if free trade existed and if exports were unfettered.
Then debts could be paid, but against that possibility through exports
stood the insuperable tariff walls. People spoke of being self-suffi-
cient on the economic line ; that was to say, having an economic system
where everything consumed at home would be produced at home ; but
together with that theory came the competition in foreign markets. One
tried on the one hand to consume only those things that were produced
at home, and, on the other hand, to throw on to the foreign markets as
many goods as possible for the purpose of realising capitalist profits.
In consequence of this, workers everywhere suffered from under-consump-
tion and unemployment, and frequently from both. Another problem
arose out of the importation of workers such as they were witnessing

at the present time in France.

But the greatest consequence of the war was perhaps that the centre
of gravity had been shifted out of Europe, and in certain cases the Mother
Country had itself become a sort of Dominion. Problems of race were
coming up, and problems of colonies, in the same way as followed the
Napoleonic wars, when the nations of Europe awakened to a sense of
their strength by union. In the same way the world war had awakened
national sentiment in countries outside Europe and particularly the
colonies, it had accelerated the movement of millions and millicns who
were trying to rise, within a few years, to a higher standard, and Bolshev-
ism, having failed to bring about in Western Europe that catestrophe on
which its whole theory of revolution is based, is now trying to play upon
the over-excited nationalist feelings arising out of racial and religious wars.
The more they looked round outside Europe, the more they enlarged their
investigations, the more problems they saw cropping up. What answer
should they give to them ?

At Frankfort they had already pointed out that only by international
organisation there could be found 2 satisfactory solution of the problem
of international credit, the problems of currency and exchange, and the
balance of trade. With regard to raw materials, were they to face the
risk that war should break out, say between Britain and America, at
some future period over some disagreement in regard to export trade ?
No! The distribution of raw material cannot be left in the hands of
individual States which would be free to decide which customers they were
to supply, and where work was to be stopped and workers were to starve.
The questions of colonisation, raw material, revision of treaties,
were going beyond the national sovereignty of individual States.
The treaties concluded in 1919 could not constitute a permanent
privilege in favour of the victory States—a privilege that they
proposed to defend with all the means at their disposal. Of course they
did not want any alteration of the treaties to be brought about through
war. On the contrary, they wanted, by the subordination of national
sovereignties under an international organisation, to find a way for
the peaceful settlement of all conflicts. Therefore he did not propose
to examine with Mr. Buxton what they proposed to do if war threatened.
His action was rather to eliminate the cause of war, and this he contended
was much more important. In France there had been a long period
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extension of the home territory, the acquisition of oversea colonies, the
establishment of * protectorates ” and the development of the more
subtle ““ spheres of influence " in foreign countries.

The United States has gone through all these stages. It has extended
its territory in continental North America ; acquired oversea
" possessions,” established effective protectorates, and is now entering
upon the phase of international rule through the money power. In this
powerful form of the new imperialism, it has attained tremendous pro-
portions within the last decade. Before the war the United States was
still mainly concerned with the development of its own resources, partly
with the aid of foreign capital. It was in debt to foreign investors to the
extent of §3,500,000,000. The rapid industrial expansion of the country
during the war has radically changed its international economic and
financial position. American manufacture no longer finds at home an
adequate supply of raw material for its production, nor a large enough
market for its output, nor sufficient field for the reinvestment of its
profits. America’s foreign trade has grown apace since the war. Its
merchants are competing with the most powerful European rival for the
world market. Its manufacturers are vitally concerned in the foreign
control of certain essential raw materials. Its bankers are beginning to
finance the world. At this time American private investments in foreign
countries are estimated at the stupendous sum of $10,000,000,000, and

they are growing by leaps and bounds.

While American imperialism has thus on the whole followed the
almost classical lines of modern development, it presents certain special
features impressed on it by the history of the country, its geographical
situation and peculiar economic conditions.

The United States entered upon its national career one hundred and
fifty years ago as a confederation of thirteen states, which together
covered an area of about 825,000 square miles along the Atlantic coast.
This area was increased by the purchase of the vast French territory
known as Louisiana in 1803, the acquisition of the Florida Peninsula in
1819, and the annexation of the ““ Oregon " territory in 1846. In 1848
the United States made its first annexation by conquest. It took from
Mexico, after a short war of unequal forces, more than half of its national
territory, a veritable empire, from which were carved out the present
gigantic states of New Mexico, Texas and California. To-day the country
covers the entire middle portion of the North American continent, from
the Atlantic Ocean to the Pacific, and from the Canadian boundary line
on the North to the Mexican border on the South. The territory com-
prises more than 3,000,000 square miles, an area almost four times as
large as its original domain and equal to the combined pre-war territory
of European Russia, Austria, Hungary, Germany, France and Spain.

The tremendous area thus gradually acquired was intended for the
purpose of “ rounding out "’ the country, securing outlets on both oceans,
and for the extension of the slave trade and slave economy. It took a
long time to develop and assimilate the extensive acquisitions, The
conquest of the Mexican territory was followed by a round fifty-year
period of non-expansionist policy, broken only by the purchase of Alaska
from Russia in 1867. The Spanish-American peace treaty following
upon the war of 1898, signalises the first American adventure in the policy
of colonisation. By the terms of that treaty the United States obtained
control of the island of Cuba and possession of Porto Rico and the Philip-
pines. Cuba was subsequently surrendered to the people of the island
under the provisions of a treaty which practically made it a dependency
of the United States. Porto Rico, as well as the Philippine Islands,
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which lie clear across the Pacific Ocean, are still owned and administered
by the United States as colonies or “ territories,” Two years later the
Hawaiian Islands, situated midway between the Western coast of the
United States and the Eastern coast of Asia, were annexed.,

But the most acute form of imperialism the United States has
reserved for its neighbours on the American continent. In 1823, the
young North American Republic announced to the world “ that the
American continents, by the free and independent condition which they
have assumed and maintain, are henceforth not to be considered as subjects
for future colonisation by any European powers.” This pronunciamento,
which has since attained historic fame as the “ Monroe Doctrine,” was
originally intended to safeguard the United States from European aggres-
sion, particularly in view of the designs of the Holy Alliance to restore the
Spanish rule to the seceded South American Republics. When the
country attained to a position of hegemony in the Western hemisphere
the doctrine was maintained to keep oft European rivals from other lands
on the American continent. *“ America for Americans ” was the popular
version of the Monroe Doctrine in its original application. Its modern
revision may be said to be “ America for the United States.”

There are twenty * independent republics, large and small, south
of the United States, collectively known as Latin America. Of these ten
are under official fiscal control of North American interests. In six out
of the ten the United States has at one time or another supparted its
banking and commercial interests by armed intervention. Most of the
remaining countries are closely tied {o the United States by fiscal bonds.

@ In Central America, mostly along the coast of the Caribbean Sea,
there are six small republics—Guatemala, San Salvador, Honduras,
Nicaragua, Costa Rica and Panama.

On the Island of Haiti in the same sea there are two N
of former French possession, Haiti and Santo Domingo.

In 1903, when the republic of Colombia, which then owned the isthmus
of Panama, refused to sign a treaty with the United States for the con-
struction of the Panama Canal, a revolution ** providentially ”* broke out
on the isthmus, which declared itself independent of Colombia. The
United States immediately recognised the new republic, probibited the
Colombian Government from asserting its authority by military force,
and negotiated a treaty with the “ Republic of Panama,” by which it
not only received all the land required for the canal but virtual control
of the whole country. *“ I took Panama,” was the frank and terse phrase

employed by President Roosevelt a few years later to describe the
occurrence.

egro republics

In 1912 the United States landed 4,000 marines in Nicaragua, took
possession of the country, and supported a self-constituted reactionary
government opposed by the vast majority of the people.  Incidentally
it secured the payment of certain matured obligations to American
bankers. The United States still maintains a small detachment of
marines in Nicaragua, and American bankers collect its customs and
operate its national bank and its railways.

In 1915, when Europe was preoccupied with its own affairs, and just
before America had joined the crusade to make the world safe for demo-
cracy and to vindicate the sacred right of self-determination for all nations,
large and small, the United States occupied the little republic of Haiti
by armed forces and killed about 2,500 natives, in support of outraged
American railroad interests. American marines are still in Haiti, and
Haitian revenues and fiscal policy are still under American control,
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Honduras is likewise occupied by armed forces of the Un_i}ted States,
sent there for the * protection of American life and property.
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troops invaded Mexico under the guise of punitive expeditions "' for the
alleged purpose of avenging misdeeds committed by Mexican bandits
on American soil ; official American representatives actively interfered
in the internal political affairs of the country seeking to dictate the choice
of its president, and finally the United States Government dispatched and
published a number of nofes to its Southern neighbour, which outraged all
conventional diplomatic courtesy by their peremptory and censorial
tone. This provocative practice persists to the present day.

If the mainsprings of the Mexican-American differences are quite
obviously rooted in the customary economic motives, the causes of
antagonism between the United States and Japan are much more obscure
and involved. They seem to be psychological as well as economic. To
begin with, every self-respecting nation is bound to have a “ logical ™’
or * hereditary "’ enemy, and in our Christian civilisation the enemy is
usually the neighbour. This ““ natural ”’ sentiment is generally stimulated
by patriotic munition makers, professional soldiers and similar interests,
of which America has its full share.

Now it is true that America is separated from Japan by some 5,000
miles of water, but it must also be admitted that Japan is the nearest
aggressive and powerful country west of the American continent. The
great *“ yellow invasion " of the American shores is therefore the favourite
bugaboo of American militarism. In recent years the American possession
of the Philippine Islands, which lie immediately south of Japan, has
furnished an additional talking point in the anti- Japanese propaganda-
“ Japan is scheming to capture the Philippines.”

Practically the only direct point of Japanese-American economic
contact and rivalry is China. The United States as well as Japan are
members of the international consortium which exploits the unfortunate
country, and the governments of both nations are keenly concerned
about the share of the spoils that goes to their respective nationals.

The most acute friction between the two countries does not arise
from their international relations, but from the treatment which Japanese
subjects have been accorded in the United States, particularly in the
State of California and other States on the Pacific coast.

The presence of Asiatic immigrants on the West Coast of the United
States has long been a source of dispute and irritation.

Shortly after the discovery of gold in California, Chinese labourers
made their appearance in the State, partly lured by its sudden prosperity,
and to a large extent deliberately imported by employers. By 1880 there
were over 130,000 Chinese in the State of California. The low standard
of their life made them formidable competitors to the native workers,
who organised an energetic campaign against further immigration or
importation of Chinese labour. The agitation assumed such powerful
dimensions that Congress found itself impelled in 1882 to pass a law
prohibiting the immigration of Chinese labourers into the United States.

Japanese immigration began later and the Japanese "immigrants

were at first sharply distinguished from the Chinese, particularly when
their numbers were insignificant. But when the Japanese population
reached the 100,000 mark in the State of California a popular hostility
developed against them similar to that which led to the exclusion of the
Chinese. The State legislature of California passed laws imposing econo-
mic and social disabilities upon Japanese residents to the great irritation
of Japan and the embarrassment of the United States Government,
A series of diplomatic negotiations between the two governments ensued,
as a result of which Japan undertook voluntarily to limit the immigration
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of its nationals to the United States. But this did not prove sufficient
to meet the objections of the people of the West Coast. In 1924 when
Congress was framing a new immigration law in the direction of drastic
general restrictions, persistent demand was made for a provision denying
all Japanese subjects entry into the United States for the purpose of
permanent settlement.

To understand the seemingly unreasoning hostility towards the
Japanese immigrants certain special conditions must be considered.
The combined Chinese and Japanese inhabitants of California represent
less than three per cent. of the population of the State. In the United
States as a whole they constitute a barely perceptible element, and the
Japanese account for less than one half of these oriental residents. But
the Japanese are of very gregarious habits. They concentrate in spots,
and in one or two counties of the State of California they make up a third
of the whole population. They do not assimilate with their American
neighbours, they breed large families, are enterprising, capable, and frugal,
?nd their very virtues inspire their neighbours with almost superstitious
ear.

The early Japanese pursuits in California were largely confined to
fruit and vegetable farms, in which they soon developed a greater pro-
ficiency than the native American farmer. When the California Legis-
lature deprived Japanese residents of the right to own -or lease land a
large number of them were driven to the cities, where they offered just as
efficient competition to the industrial worker and small trader. The Jap-
anese immigrants thus aroused the opposition of practically all classes :
farmers, merchants and organised workers, the latter being most persistent
and irreconcilable in the demand for the total exclusion of Japanese immi-
gration. In vain did the opponents of the measure point to the insignifi-
cant number of Japanese in America and to the fact that, under the new
immigration law, the Japanese quota would only admit a few hundred
immigrants annually. The supporters of the exclusion policy conjured
up the vision of the four hundred million Chinese and Japanese struggling
for life in their overcrowded countries and looking to the rich American
continent for their salvation. They cited the experience of Hawaii, in
which the Japanese, under a system of unlimited immigration, within a
comparatively short time increased to the point of constituting more than
40 per cent. of the entire population and practically dominating the
island. They recalled the importation of negro labour in the early days
of the country, and the inextricable problem created in the United States
by the presence of ten million unassimilable citizens of African descent.
Nothing short of absolute exclusion of all Japanese immigration would
satisfy them, and Congress finally yielded to their demand.

The action was taken against the express warning of the Japanese
ambassador that such discriminatory legislation would wound the national
sensibilities of the Japanese people and might lead to grave consequences
in the relations between the two countries.

The Japanese people considered the law as a deliberate and gratuitous
insult to their pride ; the Japanese press protested against it in vehement
terms, and the general public resentment in Japan is by no means allayed.

American imperialism differs but slightly in substance and methods
from the imperialism of other great capitalist powers. It is somewhat
more menacing at this juncture of the world’s history only because of
the great economic preponderance of the country.

Nor is the whole body of the American people any more imperialist
than the population of any other country. In the public and }Jolitical
life of the nation there are large elements opposed to the policy of foreign
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the confidence of the South American people. The Pan-American
Federation of Labour is a potent factor for the preservation of peace on the

American continent. (Applause.)

On the whole, however, the struggles of the American workers against
the danger of war are not as effective as those of their fellow workers in
Europe, and that for two principal reasons: their abstention from
working-class politics and their aloofness from the International Labour
Movement. The Labour movement of the United States stands prac-
tically alone in shunning direct political action and dividing its forces in
the support of the middle-class political parties. In the recent Presidential
elections, when practically the entire Trade Union Movement made common
cause with the Socialists and other progressive political elements in the
support of the late Senator La Follette, it seemed that a beginning towards
independent working-class politics had been made. But the end of the
campaign was also the end of the progressive political block and, at least
for the time being, the workers of America have returned to their sterile
“‘ non-partisan ” policy of old. After the war the American Federation
of Labour withdrew from the Trade Union International and it has
since remained without international affiliation.

The national isolation of American Labour tends to make it some-
what insensitive to the dangers of world imperialism, while its policy of
political abstention weakens its direct power for the prevention of wars.

Oddly enough the entry of the United States into the League of
Nations is opposed by many American Liberals, even pacifists, on the
ground that membership in the League would tend to embroil the country
in the intrigues and conflicts of war-torn Europe. As a matter of practical
experience America’s non-participation in the councils of the League has
not availed to keep the country free from international political en-
tanglement, but has served to lessen the power of the League to repress
international conflicts. For the peace of the world it is imperative that
the United States join the League of Nations, provided that the League
is widened by the admission of Russia and Germany, and that its con-
stitution is thoroughly democratised. (Applause.)

But above all it is important that the great body of American workers
be brought into closer contact with the -economic struggles and pacific
aspirations of their fellow workers on the other side of the Atlantic Ocean,
and that they acquire greater political power and influence at home.
For after all the most realistic hope of an era of universal peace and inter-
national goodwill lies in the advent of Socialist Labour Governments in
the important countries of the world. If England, France and Germany
will be simultaneously and permanently governed by Labour the peace
of Europe will be largely assured. If Labour would at the same time
control the political destinies of the United States, international wars
on a large scale would be rendered impossible. The present-day race be-
tween war and peace is at bottom only one of the final phases of the age-
long class struggle : the struggle between competition and co-operation,
production for profit and production for use, Capitalism and Socialism.

I listened with great attention to the speeches of my distinguished
predecessors yesterday. 1 noticed particularly Comrade Hilferding’s
statement when he cited the eloquent expression of Vandervelde at the
Stuttgart Conference that Capitalism is war and Socialism is peace.
Comrade Hilferding said this was not fully proved to-day, but I join issue
with him on that. The words of our Comrade are as true to-day as ever
they were—indeed more true. Far be it from me to deprecate practical
efforts for the maintenance of peace under the capitalist regime to-day.
On the contrary, we should support energetically, enthusiastically, with
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all the means at our command, every step tending to secure or maintai
peace—peace propaganda, peace educatPi,on, integrnational arb?l?’lﬂ%i&n
international understanding ; but, my Comrades, let us not forget tht:.
lessons of 1914. Let us not forget that without economic pressure
when international economic rivalry assumes an acute point, as it did
in that year, all institutions for international peace fall like ;1 house of
cards before a tornado ; all Pacts are torn up like scraps of paper ; all
ideals of brotherhood and international solidarity give way to hate. 'We
have lived to see that in 1914, and if there is one conclusion we can draw
frorln it, it 1s this, that after all there is a certain limit to endeavours to
maintain peace under the capitalist regime. Absolute peace, world
peace, lasting peace can only be achieved under the Socialist ’regime
What distinguishes us from the middle-class pacifists is just the recog:
nition that the question of war or peace is not primarily an ethical, or a
rehg10u§, or an educational concept, but an economic concept: that
Capitalism is wedded to international competition and international
economic conflict, which are bound to lead to armed conflicts sometimes
Socialism stands for co-operation, economic co-operation, which is the
only solid basis for international solidarity. If to-day the Governments
of Great Britain, France and Germany were permanently in the hands
of the Labour and Socialist Parties in those countries, that would offer
a better guarantee of peace than any Protocols or Pacts of Security
(Applause), and if the United States had a Labour-Socialist Govern-
ment, the peace of the world might be considered assured. That is why
I say that w}l}_l_e-_* we should support all the temporary measures of inter-
_national politics and diplomacy leading to peace, our main aim must be to
“prepare the way to free the whole world from the Capitalist war-making
classes under a universal Labour-and-Socialist Government. (Apiﬁéﬁ—i%

The Congress then adjourned.
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FOURTH SESSION.

TUESDAY, AUGUST 25TH, AT 4 P.M.

In the Chair: FiLippo TURATI (Italy) and R. ABRAMOWITSCH
(Russia).
VERIFICATION OF CREDENTIALS.

A. CRISPIEN (Germany) said that as Rapporteur of the Committee
for Credentials for the Second Congress of the Labour and Socialist Inter-
national, he had to communicate that 31 countries were represented,
and 40 parties, the total number of delegates being 422, of which 60 were
women. Therefore one-seventh of the delegates were women. The
Committee for the verification of credentials proposed that all these
mandates should be confirmed. Moreover, there was one representative
present from the International Socialist Women’s Committee, one delegate
from the International Federation of Trade Unions at Amsterdam, one
from the International of Socialist Youth, one from the International
Education Organisation, and one from the International Labour Office
at Geneva. There was, (herefore, a total of 427 delegates. There was
a new party to be registered, viz., the Socialist Party of China, who
had applied for admission, which the Executive had agreed to. (Applause.)
The Congress would be asked to ratify the decision of the Executive.
The admission of the Chinese Socialists would establish a new connection
with the East.

Further, there had been a demand for admission by the newly
founded Socialist Labour Party of Hungary, but the Committee were
unable to negotiate with the representatives of that party because they
had only arrived that day. The Committee of Credentials would, there-
fore, have to deal again with that matter. Also the Socialist Federalist
Party of Georgia had asked for admission. With regard to their admission
a letter had been received from Comrade Tseretelli reminding them that
the Committee for Credentials at Hamburg had to deal with a similar
request from Georgia, and at that time the Social Democrats of Georgia
opposed the election because the Socialist Federalist Party represented
0 small a number of voters that it would be impossible to give them
one of the three votes of the Georgian delegation. But after the meeting
at Hamburg an agreement was reached, by the terms of which one seat
within the delegation was to be given to the Socialist Federalist Party on
the condition that the Social Democratic Party would dispose of all three
Congress votes, and that the Socialist Federalist Party would not put
in a request to have a consulting voice. The Credentials Committee
was of opinion that by this arrangement, the request of the Socialist
Federalist Party should be considered as withdrawn and simply asked
the Congress to take note of the communication.

There was further a request from the so-called German Labour
Party in Poland, but this was settled as the Party meanwhile had joined
the German Socialist Party in Poland.

Finally, there was a request from the Jewish Workers’ organisation,
« Zeire-Zion,” but this request had been disposed of by the fact that the
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organisation in question had meanwhile jni:iud the Jewish Labour Federa-
tion, ‘“ Poale-Zion.” This was an example to be imitated by other
parties.

ABrAHAM CAHAN (U.S.A.), speaking on the report, said he came
to the Congress with a message from 300,000 Jewish working men organised
under the Red Flag as well as under the American Flag. It had been said
that a Jew was either a banker or a Bolshevik, but that was not entirely
true. There were a great many Jews who were neither bankers nor
Bolsheviks, and he stood there in the name of these 300,000 organised
Jews whose hearts went out to this Congress. He had been asked to
convey their greetings and their enthusiastic loyalty to this
International. They were organised under the form of Trade Unions
within the American Federation of Labour. They voted for the candidates
of the Socialist Party of America whose delegates were present at the
Congress, and of whom he had the honour to be one. They also had in
many States what was called “ Vereinigte Jiidische Geverkschaften
(United Hebrew Trades), a term borrowed from the Germans at the time
when the Movement was primarily German in the United States. They
also had an organisation about 90,000 strong enrolled for mutual aid,
and at the time of the recent Steel Strike in Pennsylvania, those Jewish
working men contributed $200,000 to that struggle. He was glad to
have the opportunity of speaking in the name of all these people, and
of conveying their greetings to the Congress. These 300,000 Socialist
proletarians were heart and soul in the International Movement,

The report of the Committee of Credentials was then unanimously
adopted.

GREETINGS TO PAUL AXELROD.,

A. BRACKE (France) suggested that the Congress should send a
telegram of congratulation to Paul Axelrod on the occasion of his 75th
birthday. '

R. ABRAMOWITSCH (Russia) said he wished to thank Comrade
Bracke for the proposal he had just made. Axelrod was the connecting
link between that heroic period when the Socialist International, full of
the ideas of Marx, was founded, and the present International Socialist
Movement. Together with Plechanoff, whose widow honoured the
Congress with her presence as a friendly visitor that day, he broke away
from Bakuninism, which at that time usurped the Russian Revolution-
ary parties. In 1883 he formed the group of the Liberation of Labour,
a group that was full of the ideas of Marx and which formed the bridge
to the modern workers’ movement. At a time when Marx was still in
doubt as to whether capitalism would develop in Russia, Axelrod and
Plechanoff had no doubt. They saw that the phases of capitalist
development would not be escaped by Russia, but that, through those
phases would the Russian Workers’ movement be stimulated and the
Czarist regime overthrown. In a letter addressed to a Congress in
Paris, they said that the Russian Revolution could only conquer if it
fought as a workers’ revolution. The party of Axelrod was from the
beginning in favour of Labour’s independent fight for Socialism. In
1903, when Leninism was founded, and in 1917 when it officially came to
victory, there was a deadly hatred of Axelrod.

Continuing, he said that this year in Russia there would be no
demonstration, there would be no féte in honour of Axelrod ; there would
only be insulting articles in the Government Press. Only in the places
hidden away from the persecution of the Tcheka, and only in the Russian
prisons would the memory of Axelrod be celebrated. And among
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those would be the 90,000 Socialists who were in prison, a number whic'.h
might be increased by those who dared to celebrate his memory outside
prison. Concluding, he hoped that Axelrod would live long enough to
see Russia become free, democratic and Socialist.

The PRESIDENT announced that a telegram would be sent to
Axelrod as suggested by Bracke.

THE EIGHT-HOUR DAY.

Tom SHAW (Great Britain), in moving the resolution prepared by
the Commission on point 3 of the Agenda, said : Comrades, I have been
entrusted with the duty of reporting on the Eight-Hour Day and the
Washington Convention. It is well known to all Labour and Socialist
men and women that the demand of the workers for an Eight-Hour Day
originated in England, where, over 50 years ago, the worliers had the say-
ing that their demand was for ““ 8 hours’ work, 8 hours’ play and 8s. a
day.” Since then the Eight-Hour Day has been a demand made in every
country in the world where the workers have organised as independent
trade union or political bodies.

With the exception of a few special trades, however, it may be said
that the Eight-Hour Day did not obtain in any country before 1914. The
end of the Great War, however, saw a tremendous move forward on this
question by the Labour and Socialist organisations of the world, and the
position to-day shows a great advance on this important industrial
question.

The Treaty of Versailles marks the first international government
recognition of the desirability of a 48-Hour Week for the workers. The
following quotation will show the new spirit laid down for the first time
in a treaty. The Treaty contains the following words :—

And, whereas conditions of labour exist involving such injustice, hardship

and privation to large numbers of people as to produce unrest so great that the
peace and harmony of the world are imperilled, &c., &c., &e.

Never before has a treaty of peace concerned itself with the con-
dition of the workers, and the declaration in that bad COn.dltlons of
labour involve injustice, hardship, and privation, likely to disturb the
peace and harmony of the world, is unique. In addition to this general
declaration the High Contracting Parties definitely laid down as a prin-
ciple that efforts should be made towards * the adoption of an Eight-Hour
Day or a Forty-eight Hour Week as the standard to be aimed at where
it has not already been obtained.” What is known as the Labour
Charter provides definitely for International Conferences to be held,
at which labour conditions and hours of work shall be discussed with a
view to arriving at International Conventions which will improve the
condition of the workers. The first of these International Labour
Conferences was held at Washington in 1919, and amongst other matters
the hours of labour were discussed. I had the honour of being chairman
of the Commission that dealt with the question of the Eight-Hour Day or
the Forty-eight Hour Week. I can speak unhesitatingly with regard to
the Labour representatives on the Commission when I say that none of
us ever dreamed that if a Convention were agreed to there would be any
hesitation on the part of the governments represented to carry the terms
of the Convention into effect. Particularly were the British Labour
representatives justified in this opinion because the British Government
representatives had certainly played a leading part in the framing of the
Labour Charter, and Britain ought to have been the first country
definitely to ratify any arrangement arived at.
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Over and over again during the discussions the Labour representatives
consented to modifications in points of detail to meet the desires of the
British Government, and finally the Convention was agreed to in good
faith by the workers. The same good faith has, however, not been shown
by Governments, and the number of absolute ratifications has been in-
tensely disappointing. (Hear, hear.) The Convention itself was not
‘consented to without a great deal of discussion by the workers’ repre-
‘sentatives. They desired to see an Eight-Hour maximum per day, which
meant that if the free Saturday afternoon—generally known ~ on the
Continent of Europe as the English week—was still to operate, the
working week would be about 44 hours.  However, they agreed, in order
to reach an arrangement, that a maximum of 9 hours per day should be
worked in order that the 48 hours per week might be secured and the
Possibility of a free Saturday afternoon maintained.

... Ldonot desire to deal in detail with the provisions of the Convention,
They are familiar enough to the delegates at an International Labour
and Socialist Congress. It is well known that exceptions were made for
workers engaged in Preparatory work, for cases of force majeure, for
Industries which by their nature must be continuously carried on, and
for industries where working in shifts is in operation, These-are, however,
comparatively minor points in comparison with the tremendously im-
portant point that commercial workers, agricultural workers and seamen
are not included in the Convention at all. The seamen were left out on
the understanding that another conference would be called specially to
deal with their question. Again there was no doubt in the minds of the

abour representatives that the principle of the 48-Hour week was agreed
to for sailors and that the conference was merely intended to deal with

the l:echnical details of the application of the 48-Hour week to scamen’s
work, _

It will be seen from what I have said how far the Convention itself
falls below the Labour demand for an Eight-Hour Day for all workers,
Many countries in Europe took steps to pass laws dealing with the hours
of labour, but the one country more pledged than any other, i.e., Britain,
has, to this day, never ratified the Convention or passed a Bill for the
48-Hour week.” This is the more astonishing as the hours of labour
in England are probably less, generally speaking, than in any other
country in the world. In Germany, owing to the collapse of the exchanges,
which took away the power of resistance of the workers’ organisations,
a very retrograde movement with regard to hours of labour has taken
Place. The German Trade Un ions are recovering their strength, however,

and a vigorous propaganda will probably restore much of what the workers
have lost,

It was with a view to coming to some common understanding between
Gcrmany, France, Britain, and Belgium, that, during the term of the
Labour Government in Britain, the Labour Ministers of the four countries
mentioned met in Berne to discuss the question of the Washington
Convention. The result of the meeting was highly satisfactory, and at
the end of it a declaration was made to the Press “ that the Conference

closed with the unanimous feeling that common ratification of the Con-
vention is possible.”

The advent of a Conservative reactionary government in Britain
has, however, prevented the negotiations from fructifying, and the
British Government has quite definitely refused to ratify the Convention.

A Bill had been prepared by myself during the term of the Labour Govern-
- ment and had been submitted to Parliament. The fall of the Labour
Government, however, prevented the Bill becoming law, but it has been

re-introduced during the term of the present Government, when it’ was de-
feated by Conservative members by a majority of 223 to 128. _The Bill
was the Washington Convention turned into the language used in British
legislation.

There are tentative proposals for another meeting between the four
Ministers, but it is impossible to say what the definite result will be.

The present position of affairs is that the Washington'Hours Con-
vention has been ratified unconditionally in Czecho-Slovakia, Bulgaria,
Greece, India, Roumania, and Latvia. It l_las_been .r_at1ﬁed by Austria
conditionally on its being ratified by the chief industrial powers and by
the States adjoining Austria, and by Italy conditionally on its being
ratified by Germany, France, Great Britain, _Belglur_n ar_ld.Smt?:et']:.m:.l.b
In the following other countries legislation exists which, it is claimed, is
equivalent to the Convention :— British Columbia, Belgium, Chile,
Yugo-Slavia, Spain, Sweden.

On the 8th July, 1925, the French Chamber of Deputies dl_scussuirl
the ratification of the Convention, and, by 545 votes to nil, decided to
agree to the Convention provided that the German Government also
ratified. A Socialist amendment in favour of the unconditional ratlﬁcatmn‘
of the Convention was put down by our Comrade Lebas, deputy, and Mayor
of Roubaix. This amendment was, however, defeated by 420 votes to
151. The ratification of France, therefore, will depend on ratification
by Germany.

In.- Belgium the Government has declared its readiness to ratify as
soon as the chief European powers do so.

In Germany a Bill is stated by the Government to be in Ppreparation,
In Hungary the National Assembly has recommended the Govermnc‘l}t
to reconsider the possibility of ratifying when the political and economic
situation permits. In Switzerland thmje is a 48—1‘{(_)111’ Act, but it (l(.).eﬂ
not apply to small industrial undertakings or to railways. The Dlz‘qnhh
Government has expressed a hope that Danish ratification may be po&.all?le‘
The Japanese Government claims that the practice in Japan shows a
marked improvement, though still some way from the standard of tl}g*
Convention. The possibility of ratification is under consideration in
Canada. In New Zealand and Australia it is held that the present
methods of working are fully equivalent to the standard of the Conven-
tion. In the United States about 48 per cent. of the workers are now said
to be working a 48-hour week, or less.

There is no doubt that the two principal obstacles to general ratifica-
tion are Great Britain and Germany, although employers’ organisations
very often refer to the position in America. It is safe to say, howelver,
that so far as Europe is concerned, if Great Britain and Germany yvoulc]l

.ratify, there is not an industrial country of any importance that is not
prepared to follow.

There have been many excuses made in German.y for non-ratlﬁcathn,
such as the impossibility of ratifying whilst reparations have to be paid,
&c., &c. In Britain the excuses are so paltry and empty that one is
forced to the conclusion that the British Government does not want under
any circumstances to legislate for fixing the hours of labour. This is
particularly regrettable in view of the fact that the British Government
representatives agreed to the Convention in Washn’tgtgn, and even
the employers’ representatives agreed, It shows the reactionary nature,
not only of the present British Government, but of the Coalition and
- Conservative Governments which have been in power since the War,



I suggest that an intensive campaign should be carried on in every
country, particularly by the Trade Unions, for the immediate ratification
of the Washington Convention. That ratification will be the first step
towards our great ideal of the Eight-Hour Day for all the workers. The
Movements of Britain and Germany ought specially to concentrate on
this demand, as unless they are prepared to ratify the convention, they

give an excuse to every other Government, particularly in Europe, not
to ratify, '

It is universally admitted by the workers of every country that of
all the improvements the workers have ever gained the reduction of
hours to 48 is the greatest and the best. There is only one way of arriving
at the result we wish for and that is by intensive propaganda, by deter-
mined political action, and, if necessary, by industrial action if the hours
of labour are threatened. If it were possible in collaboration with the
Trade Union International of Amsterdam to arrange for a continuous
world-wide propaganda for the Eight-Hour Day it would form a happy

beginning of the intensive national propaganda which is needed in ail
countries.

And so I come to the resolution unanimously agreed on by the
Commission, the important parts of which, so far as I have not previously
spoken of them, I will rapidly sketch. The resolution demands a maxi-
mum Eight-Hour Day with a free Saturday afternoon, or a corresponding
concession to meet the case of Asiatic or other countries where Sunday is

~ not regarded as in European countries. That would mean less than
{orty-eight hours per week, and present-day Labour and Socialist thought,
and economic development, fully justify our demand. We demand that
less than eight hours should be worked in specially arduous and unhealthy
trades. In a Labour and Socialist Congress the mere mention of mining

and some branches of chemical work will be enough to justify that part of
our resolution,

We ask that all Labour and Socialist representatives in national
parliaments should lose no opportunity of pressing the ratification of the
Washington Convention as a step towards our ideal. And when we
speak of the Washington Convention we mean it to be applied to its
fullest extent. We should be prepared to offer the most determined
opposition to any attempts that may be made by Governments to apply
the Washington Convention in a reactionary way, or by any Protocol of
interpretation to weaken the clear and distinct clauses of the Convention.
We call attention to the special efforts needed in Great Britain, Germany

and America, and call for special efforts from our comrades in those
‘@auntries.,

Now let me point to a present danger with regard to the Convention
~ itself. Those countries that ratified the Convention early have already

exhausted several of the ten years’ guarantee. When the ten years come
to an end, if ratification by other countries has not taken place, then there
will be an inclination towards de-ratification by those countries which are
now definitely pledged for the ten years.

I also desire to call attention, at the request of some of my colleagues
on the Commission, to the danger of conditional ratification. Conditional
ratification, if carried to its extreme point, means that so long as one
country hesitates to ratify, every other country will be justified in non-
ratification. Every movement, therefore, should seck ‘to get its own
Parliament to ratify without any condition whatever in order that we
may the sooner obtain our ends. Then in our resolution we ask that

every hour the worker is requested to be at the service of an employer
should be counted as an hour of work.
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important point, and that was that the first States that ratified the
Convention, would, in a few years, be in the position of having to con-
sider the re-ratification of the Convention, and they would be tempted
not to do so unless ratification became more general. With regard to
Belgium, he was glad to say that their present Government intended to
bring before Parliament a Bill proposing ratification without any con-
ditions, but it might be difficult to persuade Parliament, seeing the
attitude taken wup in other countries. Conditional ratification
in other countries was very often made an excuse for not
applying the provisions of the Washington Convention. For instance,
they might say they would only ratify on condition that other countries
surrounding Belgium ratified, including Germany and Great Britain.
That meant they would not ratify the Convention at all. Article 405
of the Treaty of Versailles demanded ratification without such conditions.

Comrade Shaw had spoken of a conference which had recently taken
place between the four Ministers of Germany, France, Great Britain and
Belgium. In a few weeks there would be another such conference, but
unfortunately not a conference when efforts would be made towards
ratification.  On the contrary they would try to find*a way to evade
ratification of the Washington Convention by applying conditions, and
at that conference it would not be Tom Shaw who would represent Britain
—Tom Shaw who was a member of the Washington Conference—but a
reactionary Minister. The Congress must protest against the possi-
bilities that threatened the eight-hour day from that quarter.

The last part of the resolution dealt with the leisure of the workers,
and he wished to say that at a recent Conference of the International
Labour Office, when the leisure of the workers was dealt with the em-
ployers voted against the proposals. Why ? Because the workers had
proposed that a provision should be inserted obliging employers to pay
sufficient wages to enable the workers to enjoy their leisure without having
to hunt for some other work in order to earn sufficient money to make
use of their leisure. In January last a meeting took place between the
Bureaus of the Socialist International and the Amsterdam Federation,
and it was then decided that the Socialists in the various Parliaments
should put questions concerning the attitude they wanted their Parlia-
ments to adopt when France ratified the Washington Convention. He
warned the Parliamentarians present not to let any opportunity pass for
putting such questions and urging their governments to take action.
It was also necessary that the various governments should send as their
representatives to the Administrative Body of the International
Labour Office people who were not reactionary and who would not vote
with the representatives of the employers. A proposal was recently
rejected concerning the Eight-Hour Day for the Merchant Marine by the
Council of Administration, owing to the fact that some government
members voted against it. Therefore the workers in the Merchant
Marine would have to wait one or two years before there would be a
possibility of discussing their position in the International Labour Office.
They wanted the benefit of the Eight-Hour Day to apply to the sailors,
the workers on the land, and to commercial employees. It was also
necessary that there should be more factory-inspectors, as there
were not at present sufficient men for the work they had todo. That
also was a claim they must not lose sight of.

J. JANECEK (Austria) said that in Austria the Eight-Hour
Day was completely applied, not merely theoretically, but practically,
through legislation. In Austria, the working-class was strong enough to
maintain it, but their position would be very much eased if the
Convention were ratified by great industrial countries. There was a

\stria at the present time, and the employers

i : ic crisis in Au :
Lol s due to the fact that other countries

re always saying that this was partly : c
ﬁZre worlz‘:xg x?rrlofe than eight hours a day. This made the position very

i i T ir French comrades for
It in Austria. Therefore they thanked their

ﬂlﬁﬁ?g séored a new success for ratification which had already eased thg

position in other countries ; they asked tpe Germans to do tl}e same, an

they would be very glad if other countries would follow suit.

MAND (Poland) said that Tom Shaw had omitted to
speal?.ochlhi situa.timg in 1’(21and. By the first governmei:}it afte;'n tthfi
revolution—the government of workers and peasants——agg \_Nagl; : wr}tljo
duced enacting a 46-hour week. At that time Comrade 1£emt1ec s
was a delegate at this Congress, was Minister of Labour. Thefor yl-s:_\F
week had not only been maintained, but had recently become law.

The resolution was submitted to the Congress and unanimously

adopted.
The Congress then adjourned.



FIFTH SESSION.
WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 26TH, AT 3 P.M.

In the Chair: E < % i
AR ]_1ER E(SW};:{Z‘H " EMiLE VANDERVELDE (Belgium) and Gusrav

~ The CHaRMAN, VANDERVELDE, in opening the ings
said that before he called upon Comrade dep Bro1g1ckére &m;;:;lllcn%;;
Unemployment, he wished to offer a few words. It was known that the
regulations provided that whenever a member of the Executive Committee
of the Labour and Socialist International entered a Government, he
automatically cease_(_l to be a member of the Executive ; but in the s"tme-
way as Comrade Méller from Sweden continued to be a member of‘the
Intermational although not a member of the Executive, he also would
continie to be a member of the Labour and Socialist International
He wanted to thank those who had quoted some words he had spok‘eﬁ
on a previous occasion. Hillquit reminded the delegates of the words
he had used ,z:.t Stuttgart, that “ Capitalism means War, and Socialic.rﬁ
means Peace,” and Hilferding had mentioned that even though he (’Ehe
speaker) occupied some other post, he still continued to work for the
fema}wtclpatlon of the people. When he was appointed Foreign Minister
In his own country some members of the opposition expressed the opinion
that those functions were hardly compatible with his position as a member
of the Labour and_ Socialist International. He felt, however, as his
ﬁount'ry was essentially pacific, and did not have any impcriaiist ten-
Ler];%y, there was really an identity with the objects pursued by the
abour and_Somah_st International. It was in this spirit he would
}Jl:esude at 'thés meeting ; it was in this spirit he would continue to work
{Arpg(]e:;:éjm at the same time for Socialism, and for their International.
UNEMPLOYMENT.

L. DE BROUCkERE (Belgium) submit i
ted 2E T
Unemployment on behalf of Commissic}m Nofné. oy

The resolution, he said, was a rather lengthy o 5y
to make his report as short as possible. As C%aifmaif ,0?1:;[121 E()“I'r?llll"lllcslb};ﬂ{
he was partly responsible for its length, but that would be understood
if they realised the complicated nature of the problem and how entirel
lLt" was bound up with the worries and miseries of the working cla.ss?
“-.nt;m}?loyment constituted a fundamental and characteristic evil of the
capitalist organisation of society. Unemployment in capitalist societ
notbonly meant that wages were not received, but that there wa};
E?Vidreag, arl;d 1;:3 also meant a loss in the morale of the unemployed in-l
a es:; ; WBO,t y and by, got into an abyss from which it was difficult
e pe. 1u 1t was not merely unemployment, but also the constant
. ar o um;:;up oyment, which had to be faced, which was to many workmen
thperpet‘u _menace. They had, as a matter of fact, the paradox that

e mere intense prodt;ctzon became, the more goods were thrown
?vn Lhe market, then, owing to the increase of machinery, the more the
for erswere thrown out of work. This state of affairs showed the sterilit
of capitalist society, and would bring about its own downfall, in the sam{-
way as the sterility of society in former times brought about the abolition
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of slavery, He would not attempt to show how capitalism was bound

up with "the periodic industrial crises from which the world suffered.

If they were to exhaust completely that point of view, if they were to say

everything that could be said on that point, the report would be far longer

than it was. He would not attempt to depict once more the ever recurring
periodical crises which were immanent in the capitalist system. But if

capitalism and unemployment were inevitably linked together, he might
remind them that unemployment existed even before the capitalist
system. This form of unemployment was created by natural calamities
or wars ; and in the situation they were facing to-day they found both
the capitalist and the pre-capitalist form of unemployment. Once more
vast areas were devastated and hundreds of thousands driven from their
soil, wandering as refugees and out of work. Once more through the
destruction of international relations the channels of commerce had been
dried up. Once more they saw in some countries factories standing idle
while at the same time in other countries thousands and even millions of
agricultural workers were lacking the instruments with which to produce.
if they had attempted to deal completely with this situation and to enumer-
ate all the means of fighting against it and all the things that exercised an
influence upon it. the resolution, instead of occupying two pages would
have occupied two volumes, and the number of those who were willing
to read it would have diminished accordingly. It had only been the
intention of the Commission to frame something in which they could
clearly express what ought to be the daily activities of the Socialist
International.

The first point was that compensation should be paid to the un-
employed. But even although the benefit might be adequate, more
and better means were required to reorganise economic life in order
to stop unemployment. These measures might at present only be
attempts, they might only be an essay, but they had to direct their
activities in that direction. It was in the interests of the State, even
on financial considerations, to diminish unemployment and therefore
to organise the Labour Market ; but a satisfactory control of the labour
market could only be obtained if it was exercised through the Trades
Unions, and this would necessarily lead to International control, because
in some countries there might be unemployment whilst at the same time
in other countries there was a shortage of industrial workers. Therefore
it was an industrial international organisation that ought to look after
unemployment. Emigration could do much to render the problem less
acute, and by this means a useful and more accurate distribution of
work could be obtained. National selfishness must be brought to an end,
so that where there were large and unoccupied territories with the com-
paratively small populations extending over whole continents, barriers
should not be erected which prevented the overcrowded population of
one country going into another. They had to condemn that national
egotism just as they condemned capitalist organisation. This meant
tackling a highly difficult problem, and he suggested that the Labour
and Socialist Infernational should try to combine with the International
Federation of Trade Unions in order to find a solution which was most
urgently needed.

But who could expect control of the Labour Market to operate
effectively while the market for commodities remained in complete
anarchy ? Therefore, control of labour markets must be combined with
the control of trade in commodities. They ought to fight against every
form of protection which at present constituted barriers against the
reconstruction of industrial countries. Regulation of the labour market
had already been attempted by the railway companies placing their orders
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at times when there was little work. Attempts had also been made to
regulate the marketing of production by regulating credit, In this way
even the capitalist economists recognised that the free play of competition
was no longer sufficient. By these attempts, the great railway companies,
the great trusts, the great bankers had in fact assumed social duties which
however only pointed to the conclusion that they, too, must now be
placed under control. This, he thought, was a new and solid argument
in favour of nationalisation.

But any attempt to regulate the trade was doomed to failure if they
were to attempt it in times of fluctuation of exchanges or in countries
where currency was unstable, This led them to face the monetary
problem which again was an international problem and could only be
settled by a competent international authority. Here the financial
organisation of the League of Nations should step in. This organisation
had already achieved success. But it must be said at once that countries

Treaties, and the difficulties created by them. A good international
organisation would regulate the hours of child labour and control indus.-
tries carried on in the homes, and that would do much to solve the prob-
lem. He only mentioned this, and did not want to go into these questions
in detail.

There was also the question of whether anything could be done to
maintain the standard of workers who suffered from the competition of
goods produced under sweated Labour conditions. Some members of
the Commission had suggested that this could be done by prohibiting
the importation of goods that were not produced under Trade Union
principles. The Commission had not thought it wise to settle this
question, which was a very difficult one and needed a great deal of study,
but they asked the International Executive to prepare a report upon it
so that they could deal with the subject at the next Congress.

Resolutions, hitherto, had been generally framed in the following
way : first to proclaim the Socialist ideal and then, in the second part,
to describe what measures they should demand in the meantime while
they were waiting until Socialism came. They did not think they should
follow that line, They did not think they should state what they wanted
to be done while they were waiting, but what they were going to do while
they were working. (Applause.) It was no use waiting until the revoly-
tion came. They had got to work for it, for Socialism now. They must
replace the production carried on for the profit of private individuals by
production carried on for social purposes. Then they would create the

+0 more unemployment, but in which there would be greater happiness
for everyone. (Applause.)

J. PANKEN (America) said: It strikes me that the resolution
in itself does not meet the problem of unsemployme.nt squarely. In the
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5 uce for use rather than for profit. That is the one thing

;T:‘a: }Lﬁg]ﬁn;ﬂ. be stressed by the Socialist parties throughout lthebwo&_,
and it is the one thing which should be stressed pa.rtlcularhy Ybl is
International Congress when it makes a pronouncement upon t elpr(é1 tC]TLn
of unemployment. We must not, under any glrcumst?g}f:les, feal the
working classes of the world to believe that there is a possibility o Bso ving
the problem of unemployment under the capitalist syiterr}l{ u%l as
Comrade de Brouckére has said, we are confronted w1td the ]:;mt eén
of unemployment, and the results of ‘un‘employme_nt,_‘a.n xtve mu; ﬁng
something to meet the situation even within the capitalist system. :
that the resolution, among other things, states that the Confgre}sl?l zu%)%c;r s
the demands of the Trades Unions for the prohibition o (1311 a,t our
and for the general institution of the eight-hour day éllll a co:n 3;(35.
I listened with a great deal of interest to Comrade Shaw ty}'lea Ber‘t_yh.
With merited pride he referred to the fact that fifty years e'1g0 € : él is
workers first raised the cry for an eight-hour day, but I want 11.:L0 a 1:‘;)ne
thing to what Comrade Shaw said. Fifty years ago, when t 1? wcf)r erc:l;
began to ask for an eight-hour day, the situation in wh]ljch k: eyh owimt
themselves was quite different from what it is to-day. During tde las
fifty years there have been introduced all kinds of labour-saving devices
and labour-saving machinery, and if the eight-hour daylwas a mf%agmf
capable of coping with the situation fifty years ago, it is noalongher sttlt c:e_:n
to deal with the situation as it exists to-day. I want to call If e ad eSn ::or:
of the Congress to this fact that in Great Britain and in the n;te ta }?t
of America, in many industries we are no longer talking of a orty—ellcg_
hour week, but we have already established a forty-four hovir wee 1£
those industries. We have even gone beyond the forty-four floEu' x;;’ee
in the United States. We have acquired for ourselves the for ty—_ouf
week. While it is true that there is not a capitalist on the An}enlca.l_
Continent who admits the claims of labour beyond eight hours, it ;fts-}
seem to me we should not be satisfied with merely standing by lt'he eig -
hour day, but that we ought to go out boldly to the worklmglckdsses t:;.lnt
ask them to fight for a further reduction of hours of labour. ?Ow a:c
even a forty-hour week would not solve the problem of unemp oymeé\ :
but it would, at any rate, provide addltmnal_work for a _certallr: nuIm el,
of people. T voice the opinion of the American delegation w! en : s:i-).}
it is about time that the Socialist Movement, in con]un.ctlon with t}me
International Trade Union Movement, aba.t_ldor_led the ci y for an eight-
hour day and went for a systematic and scientific reduction of hours to
meet the new conditions as they arise in the various industries,

e point out another thing which seems to me to be of great
impoI;te;ng:a irrl) connection with the problem of unemployment. bWeCLai}g
about the prohibition of Child Labour. What do you mean by
Labour ?  When is Child Labour permitted ? Isa child of fourteen yearg
of age sufficiently strong and sufficiently developed intellectually and
spiritually to be sent into a shop, or should we stand for an increase
age limit ? In the State of New York we have already a law which pro-
vides that no child under the age of sixteen shall be employed, and that
law also obtains in many other States. At the same time, in order to
meet the unemployment problem, we think that the child should be
removed as a competitive factor in the labour market. Let us, therefor?],
boldly ask for a higher age limit. As far as Child Labour is concemg
we can very readily ask that no child under the age of sixteen should be
employed in industry throughout the world, and sixteen, in my judgment,
is not too old to start work.

ition in this i hich I think
Now I come to another proposition in this resolution w
ought to be considered seriously by this Congress. In paragraph 4 the
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i(;r?.ggl:iili t.‘:Ll‘igests that by the withholding of contracts for railwa
e e1: can, in a measure, solve the problem of the recurri e
petiod Withnemp oyment crises. It seems to me, if we go to the worli;trtg
s e a p{&posgtlon of that kind we shall not be fulfilling our dut 2
merely X tWl_t olding of contracts during prosperous years you .
e aymmz;s te“}ng the crisis wh!ch you want to avoid, becaus;e 3t]her m"{j
fits 01ln 9thxt:rork to it, there is that amount of labour to be perforr:feéb
a crisg I“& 1 k(}ld part of that labour you are hastening on the peri d
o Pmb;:;m, L};eﬁzrmeblwe Shmtﬂd boldly say to the working geolpole
> ; : oyment cannot be solved by wi 1
ﬁ?}?liacﬁ ]})ut it can, in a measure, be met by constantlj): r::gfx}::}'wldilzﬁg
of labour and raising the age limit for the employment of chﬂgll'%n ;

That brings me to another point which I w

i L ant to stress. 5
amciet};z;‘;l ethl.&? Iptlemat}onal Congress ought, in unqueflsisﬁedntgfri?s Eo
= 1?9 Ullitgl:l u*g(:.:pte which we in America are now following. We belrievg
il ane a }els—and we are branching out in that direction, we are
Sesi t}gm ; f.hepat ,kwc are following that trend—we say in the United
At cherla B e rehd & e L e

_ ; scharge a workman unti : 5
g;’sefgli‘:ztliisag;lugst him have been dealt with by an impartial (t:gn'tlr;'ztg: ;.gneé'
intcgrﬂ 'Sa.rt : fegla&ed to be justified. We believe the workman is the
i tI;l)l‘at | 1111{ ustry, and we s}_muld make the demand on ca.pitalist’
A h‘ aﬁr men have the right to choose the conditions under
e alre:a}crl shall give their labour to industry. In the United States we
i gr cstablished that principle. We do not permit an empl‘o er
i a,ndi asa wor (;nain, if that workman has been employed for tb\}vo
b o prove himself to be a competent worker, unless the reasons
it Thaafgie l;lave been gone into and upheld by an impartial com-
et e bz SO a way of meeting the problem of unemployr;lent
Sl i kcausc'thdi principle carries with it the proposition that
e c n?ss, in slow seasons, there should be no opportunit ‘to
Vit sg 4 teh_ v:or 1:e‘:, but the work should be divided amongst a]lythe
el st e e s e i L
pelled to carry the burden of its unerr?olro e e o
become conscious of the need to meet t%eyglzrrirtiﬂg;ﬁn\;?‘: k;lgb{:elis b‘th]ri

change in the system of i
(ApDaiee ) ystem of production from that for profit to that for use.

P. J. DOLLAN (Great Britain) Y
_ . Inthe name of the Briti i
I desire to move an amendment to the report on unem;oyﬁéﬁcﬁl}ggﬁg&l

by Comrade de Brouckére. Th i
should be inserted in the prearr?b?:l ilnac}]ﬂ?;t:f- RO i il

That the problem of unem
le ployment caused by capitali
:;f&edé i.t;?o::v:.tl; condfl‘c}ons. nofcably, reparations, war}:iebgs ﬂluséfu:;su s l? i
Intexnationaloél o 1;l.nte1-::1:_;.1:1<:-nal commerce. It is, thelr‘efore im %::;itanﬁes
Hiamatons S 0:1(1:10 st action should be taken in accordance with tﬁe resol e
G Ifof t]:lefi:ﬁpc: wg:l;\the French, Belgian and German pugiel;t}c;l;
ied and Associated P ’ i

e ) 1 'owers' war debts, i

e Peace Treaty with a view to the restriction of repara?:‘.ig:dp:l;rg:;(gl:z

the minimum necessary f
o ;
i Bl y for the restoration of the devastated areas of France

4 “\Ifin:ijselﬁz ;t};%c‘:: ;}tlai.:‘;l :gl;;dint%ntt i?}ouid be included in the preamble
: i set that the statements which hav: i
Ei Stsli.l{;:n I‘rer;chdnewspapers to-day regarding a difference ?I:et?llzepar&d
e yies erday between the British delegation and other comrad :

ery inaccurate and do not represent exactly what took place Eﬁi

that Commission what actuall
: y took place was th i
ment was carried by a majority of 11 to 7, nameil; :t_he follovig agmend-

a4n

That the problem of unemployment due to capitalism has been aggravated
by post-war conditions, notably reparations, war debts, fluctuating exchanges
and the dislocation of international commerce. It is, therefore, imperative
that International Socialist action should be taken to have the Peace Treaties
revised with a view to the abandonment of all indemnities, the mutual can-
cellation of war debts, stabilisation of exchanges, and the abolition of protected

boundaries.

That amendment was carried to be inserted in the preamble of the
statement on unemployment, but the Chairman and other delegates
demurred to its inclusion, and as a result difficulties arose which made it
impossible for an agreed formula to be put into the statement. The
British delegation now bring up the amended form which I have read out
and asks this Conference to authorise its inclusion in the report. The
reason why we ask you to include this in the report is that we believe no
Interndtional Socialist Congress can issue a statement on unemployment
without giving a lead to the organised workers of Europe as to how they
are to deal with indemnities and war debts in relation to unemployment.
We believe that war debts, indemnities and reparations in a modified
form are undoubtedly one of the minor causes of unemployment in
Europe, and we would point out that in our own country of Great Britain,
partly as the result of the Dawes Report which provides for the payment
of certain annuities to Belgium, France, Great Britain and Italy, at the
present time there are no less than 300,000 miners out of work with no

- possibility of getting early employment, and the fact that these miners

are out of work is being used by the mineowners of Great Britain as an

argument to reduce wages and increase the hours of work, and it is also

being used by Continental mincowners for the purpose of worsening the
conditions in France, Belgium, and Germany, and setting the miners

in competition with each other in order to play the capitalist game

in worsening the conditions of the working classes in every part of Europe.

We, therefore, say that we regard with horror the very suggestion that the

International Socialist Congress should accept the present scale of repara-
tion payments and should accept the Dawes Report as a permanent
settlement, but that it is the duty of Socialists to agitate for a co-operative
settlement based on International Socialist principles, and that we ought
not to support capitalist governments in their manceuvres to keep the
working classes of each country fighting with each other in order to worsen
their conditions. But not only is the mining industry of Great Britain
affected in that way. I have also referred to the reaction of the mining
industry of France and Germany, where miners in Germany are being
used in competition with our miners in Great Britain.

We also ask you to consider very seriously the problem as it affects
other industries. Take, for instance, the shipbuilding and engineering,
industry. The shipbuilding and engineering industry of Great Britain
is one of the most important key industries of the country, and it has been
semi-paralysed for the last two-and-a-half years. In the area from
which I come—the Clyde area—there are no less than one hundred
thousand men who have been unemployed for three years as a result of
reparations on shipping. You find the same thing in the engineering
industry and the same thing in the textile industry. In fact you have the
same thing in every key industry, and while it may be the case that in
certain countries of Europe you have not yet felt this problem so acutely
as we have in Great Britain, if you are not careful your time will come.
1f you do not profit by our experience you will find your workers in Bel-
gium, France, Germany and Italy will be crucified on the cross of repara-
tions in the same way that our workers have been, and the whole working
class of Europe will be thrown into the morass of slavery, from which it will
be difficult to save them.



We are meeting here as International Socialis

coygldqrqtlon for the welfare of all workers, and if we :1?;3 Iz;fet&:lt?rtlegdinbt)i‘la%
spirit, it is our duty to give a lead to the whole of the European workin

class—and to the American workers as well—and to say to them tha%
reparations and indemnities, apart from those agreed upon at the Frank-
furt Conference, are being used as an instrument to lower the conditions
of the working classes, and that the only way in which we can get towards
a Socialist Europe is by approaching this problem in the co-operative
spirit. We realise that the interests of the workers in Belgium are
identical with the interests of the workers in Great Britain, that the
interests of the workers of Germany are identical with those of the workers
in France. Weareapt to come together merely as Socialists and not to look
at these problems through national spectacles, thus helping to maintain
the capitalist domination of the working class. The time has come when
the whole International Socialist Movement should give a lead on this
question and, quite apart from reparations, should seek in each country
to get a real Socialist government—not Coalition governments, but

Socialist governments—which will carr iali icy i
1 2 out th
national and international affairs, ! R et Rallcy )

We say also that what is true of indemnities is e
debts. Take the conditions in Europe at the presen?uteil:rll)é.méi ofi:v :g
war debts are concerned, you cannot separate them, however much
Comrade de Brouckére may think it is a matter for another Commission
They are bound up the one with the other and you have the position at
the present time that, because of these separate negotiations in regard
to war debts, one country is getting more favourable terms than another
In the long run it is the working classes of the country who pay war
debts, They have to bear the burdens of the countries which receive
these war debts. It is the working classes who are affected by unemploy-
ment and low wages because of wealth going into countries for which no
payment is made in the form of service. For example, the workers of
Great Britain are paying to America thirty million pounds worth of
goods, and those goods are being dumped in America with the result that
American ‘Wworkers are being thrown out of employment. The same
thing applies to France, Belgium, Germany, and so on. These also are
affected by currency and International exchanges. We are told in Great
Britain, when our workers are agitating for better wages and shorter
_houfs, that they have to accept lower wages and longer hours because
in France and Germany the wages are lower and the hours are longer
It is quite clear, therefore, that if we are going to settle this problem we
must settle it in an international manner. Socialism knows no national
frontiers. It is w:orld-wide in its operation, and therefore, we who come
from Great Britain ask you delegates to re-dedicate you£selves to your
Socialist principles, and to keep in mind the internationalism of Keir
Hardie, of Jaurés and of Bebel. Those men were always Internationalists
in outlook. Their spirit is still with us, and if you accept this amendment
in the spirit of Keir Hardie, in the spirit of Bebel, in the spirit of Jaurés
and in the spirit of Eugene Debs, it will be carried by an overwhelmin :
majority and will make clear to the workers of Europe that this Con res%
does stand for International Socialism and pledges itself to do all i%l its
power to secure a co-operative settlement of the war, such as will render
the payment of indemnities and war debts, which are causing us much
devastation and havoc at the present time, impossible. (Applause.)

Tue CHAIRMAN (VANDERVELDE) said that befor

1 d e h
on other speakers he wanted to make a remark on a questioneofc a}il;:)c}
cedure. An amendment had been proposed by the British delegation
-asking for a cancellation of inter-Allied War Debts and for a revision of

the Treaty of Versailles, as far as reparations were concerned,  He did
not intend to express any opinion on the substance of the amendment,
but from the point of view of procedure he wanted to make the following
remark. The amendment dealt with a question which had been debated
in long discussions and on which a unanimous vote had been taken at
Hamburg. The British amendment brought again before the Conference
that problem in a way that was not in full conformity with the solution
found at Hamburg. He thought it was impossible for the Congress
incidentally to take up a debate on an important political question which
was not in very close relation with the problem under discussion. He
suggested that the British amendment should not now be discussed but
should be referred to Commission No. 1, which was dealing with Inter-
national peace. Otherwise an International political question would be
grafted on-to an economic question. :

He proposed, therefore, that the discussion on the amendment
should not be proceeded with and that the Congress should consider the
Majority report only, and refer the amendment to Commission No. 1.

R. DISSMANN (Germany) said that for a number of years
the consequences of the war and unemployment had made the position of
the workers very difficult. In the resolution they enumerated some of
the means by which they thought they could help to diminish their
sufferings. Of course they all understood that these were only means to
deal with the situation to-day and did not offer a permanent cure for the
trouble. In this sense the resolution could only be accepted from a general
point of view and he could not undertake to be responsible for every
detail. He thought that in every country they would have to
work out a practical way to apply those means. The real cause
of unemployment lay in the capitalist organisation of production, which
had been aggravated by the world war and by the policy of force
that had been pursued since then. At present they were confronted
with an impoverished Europe, and they had also to realise that the centre
of gravity had shifted, particularly towards America. The situation
had been further aggravated by the fact that in Europe there were 30
States, large and small, that had erected barriers through which persons
and goods could not freely pass. At the same time productivity had been
increased by the further introduction of machinery, but the masses had
less power of consumption. In mining countries the mines were being
closed one after another, and in the engineering trade unemployment
had increased, so that—Ilooking at the position of these key industries—
thev could not hope that they had yet reached the peak of the crisis and
that they would soon see better times, He was afraid the crisis was
going to last. As a matter of fact the problem was becoming more and
more aggravated; production was increasing, technical progress was
being made but the masses were not able to buy the goods. What had
capitalism done to meet the crisis? The only thing it could do was to
impose high protective tariffs. But the consequences of that policy were
to increase the cost of living and create international complications.

Wherever Capitalism had applied, either nationally or internationally,
some measures of organising the production by way of regulating the
output or by forming rings, this was not done in order to help the people,
but in order to dictate prices and cut down the wages of the workers.
Low wages and longer hours—such were the only remedies capitalism
was going to apply in all countries. What were they (the workers) to
do against that? From this Congress there should go a call to the
workers of the world to unite in their Trade Unions and Socialist Parties
for Labour’s organised fight against organised Capital. And he would
suggest to his friend, Comrade Dollan, that they must particularly beware



of allowing the workers of one country to be i
TS put against the work f
another country. _British employers often spoke ofg German work:rr: e?s

who spoke of Italian, Belgian and French com tition, in an endeavo
reduce wages. They had to fight against pseuch a:ttempts. é:mlf'zég
Dollan had spoken about the crisis in the British shipbuilding industry
but he could assure the delegates that the crisis was not confined to the
British Islands; it existed all over the world. If they compared the
number of workmep engaged at the present time in the German ship-
building industry with the number employed four years ago, they would
_ (fain;inlt was 'OI:lly tope-thi‘;(:{ '{he same was the case in the mining and
nginee Industries. erefore, in this
to find I;:]IIlleg means of combined action. g AR

The Chairman had suggested they should not discuss the Briti
! tisl
amendment, but refer it to (;ommission No. 1. He quite agreed fvitl:ltisi;

about that. He would like, however, to warn the delegates agai
misunderstandings that were frequent abroad—as if in Ggermznﬁ ar-ll(IJltS tortllll;;3
had the eight-hour day been completely abolished, but as if the German
workers were working at coolie-wages, Certainly, wages in Germany
were msuﬂicmn“c ; but he was glad to be able to tel] the Congress that in
their fight the German Trade Unions had succeeded, since the stabilisation
of the German mark, in Increasing wages by 50 per cent. Unfortunately
the fight for the eight-hour day had been partially lost, and only 40 p"ef‘
cent. of the German workers were stjl] enjoying the eight-hour day, but
here also they were regaining ground every day. :

He wanted to assure the Congress that they would not diminish their
struggle, because they considered it not merely a national but an inter-
national duty to try to recover the eight-hour day. When there was a
COI_]ﬂlCF In any one country, solidarity must operate. Thus, in the present

it to final victory. (Applause.)

3 VARLEY_ (Britain) : I do not intend to continue the dis-
cussion on the Malo‘nty report, nor do I intend to discuss the merits or
demerits of the Buitish amendment. On behalf of the British delegation

any close relationship between the British amendment and the subject
matter upon which the Commission was asked to report. In that we
profound._lx disagree. We were asked to report on Unemployment and
the conditions of life of the people, and there is nothi.ng——espeeia.lly in

contributing to the misery of the people so much at this moment
as 1s this question of unemployment, and we consider that our

e

unemployment problem, if not entirely due to, is, at any rate, considerably
aggravated by the question of reparations, war debts, indemnities, &c.
Therefore we cannot accede to the proposal that this matter be referred
to Commission No. 1. We would far rather it formed part of the report
upon the subject of unemployment. We want to present to the peoples
of the world a correct picture of what are the reasons for their unem-
ployment, or rather the reasons for their miserable conditions of life,
and we hold that if we are to interest the people in Socialism, if we are
to gain adherents to our ranks, we must bring home to them how enor-
mously their condition is related to this matter of world politics. I do
not know whether the Congress is aware of it or not, but in a few months’
time the British taxpayer will be called upon to face a contribution of,
probably, thirty million British pounds to subsidise the miners in England.
When the British taxpayer becomes aware of the total amount of his
contribution to the wages of the miners, we cannot believe that that will
bring adherents to the ranks of Socialism, or, indeed, to the ranks of the
Labour cause.

How enormously it is related to unemployment is seen at a glance.
At the time of the introduction of the Dawes report, during the time of
the occupation of the Ruhr, unemployment in British coal mining was
somewhat less than four per cent. : to-day it is 26 per cent., and originall v
and normally it is about 8 per cent. or 10 per cent. Therefore we say that
reparations, in their effect, are the very antithesis of what our English
poet, Shakespeare, said about the quality of mercy—* It blesseth him
that gives and him that takes.” Reparations curseth him that gives and
also him that takes.

Therefore we ask this Conference to take a straight vote on the floor
of the Conference and instruct the Socialist International to do all in its
power, especially having regard to the question of unemployment, to
seek the revision of the Treaties and to get rid once and for all of the
question of war debts and reparations.

L. DE BROUCKERE (Belgium), in replying to the discussion,
said he had listened with the greatest interest to the various delegates
who had spoken on the resolution. Some of them had criticised the
report, but only one speaker had put his observations in the form of an
amendment, namely, that in the name of the British delegation. The -
main idea of that amendment was common to all socialists, and if their
British friends asked them to say that one of the causes of the misery
in the world lay in the imperfect treaties of peace, they would all agree.
But their British friends went further and proposed a definite solution—a
new solution, different from that which the Labour and Socialist Inter-
national had previously adopted. Those who had attended these meet-
ings knew very well that the solution on which agreement had been
reached, had not been reached without much difficulty, but after long
discussions. The problem was not a simple one ; it was of a very serious
character, embracing, not only the interests of the nations, but especially
the interests of the working classes of the various nations concerned.
They had considered the ‘question in a spirit of determination, and at the
same time of prudence. Their deliberations had been long and some-
times very difficult, but they had always succeeded in coming to a unani-
mous agreement. They had now, however, to face a new British proposal
asking for new remedies. The solution that was proposed was, perhaps,
a good one, but it was impossible for them now, in full Congress, to settle
the thing and to give a definite answer. He therefore asked the British
delegation to give them time to think over it, and the only way in which
a Congress could do that was to send the amendment to the Commission,
which had to deal with the post-war situation. He hoped that the British




delegation, bearing in mind the seriousness of the situation, would accept
the suggestion of the Chairman. Their British friends had reminded
them to be good internationalists, but he thought that real internationalism
consisted in harmonising the feelings of the various national delegations.
Therefore he asked that they should not be requested immediately to say
“Yes” or “No” to the British proposal.

RosErT WILLIAMS (Britain): The British delegation now
agree that, in view of the spirit of give and take manifested by the Chair-
man of the Commission, and in view of his realisation of the points of
view put so eloquently by my two comrades on behalf, as we think, of
the entire British working-class movement regarding the injurious effect
upon us—and not only upon us but upon the working classes generally,
by reparation payments—that in the spirit of the Chairman’s suggestion,
we agree that the amendment should be referred to the Commission
which is dealing with the settlement of European problems.

Tae CHAIRMAN said that after the declaration just made by the
British delegation the Congress might consider it unanimously accepted
that the British amendment would be referred to Commission No. 1.

SOCIALIST WOMEN’'S MOVEMENT.

ADELHEID POPP (Austria) submitting the resolution drafted by
Commission No. 4 on “ Aims and Methods of Socialist Propaganda
amongst Women,” said the Congress had to deal with other problems of
very great importance, and therefore she did not propose to take up much
time in introducing the resolution. There was nothing stated in the
resolution which had not already appeared in Socialist programmes and
formed part of the Socialist policy pursued in the various Parliaments,
Certainly all women present would be proud to know that there were at
present 800,000 women affiliated to the Socialist Parties within the I.S.I.
When they realised what important work had been done in order to
recruit this enormous army they would know that the propaganda had
not been carried out by men alone, but also by women. They recognised
that men had been their teachers, they had put before them the ideals of
Socialist emancipation, but after the women had learned from them, they
had themselves become fellow soldiers, and they now wanted to fight side
by side. They were anxious to struggle for the ideals they had imbibed.
The proposal they now made was that in order to promote the aims and
methods of Socialist propaganda amongst women there should be an
International Women’s Advisory Committee, and this Committee should
consist of women representatives of Socialist parties with the special duty
of advising the Executive Committee of the Labour and Socialist Inter-
national, and assisting to organise International Conferences of Labour
and Socialist women, to be called together at the same time as the Inter-
national Congresses. This Committee should be constituted on the same
basis of representation as the Executive Committee, and should meet at
least once a year. From this proposal delegates would see that they were
far from wanting a separate organisation, but they wanted to create an
advisory organisation placed under the Executive. Someone might ask
why it was necessary to have a special women’s organisation, seeing that
women were already represented by the men members, but the tasks of
the International were so'great and the collaboration of women in the
special task of recruiting their working sisters would be so useful that she
thought the Executive work would be facilitated. She wished to em-
phasise the fact that it was not their idea to have a separate organisation
for women. When women should be members of the Executive the time

might arrive when one could question the utility of this International
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i ’ i t she did not think any-
en's Advisory Committee, but for the presen i
g.??:ould doubt its utility. She hoped, therefore, the Lolng,u,i:&. f::;c;}uilil
unanimously accept the resolution she had the honour to place be :
(Applause.) . i
No one spoke to the resolution and, on being put to the Congress, it
was carried unanimously.

THE FIGHT AGAINST ALCOHOLISM.

J. DEUTSCH (Austria) on behalf of Commission No. 6, submitted
the resolution dealing with the Fight against Alcoholism.

i i cat i tance to the working
aid the question was one of very great impor j
classE: ; The dri?'lking habit had alreadydbeen cande;mn}::d 112}31/ tl};{; g:s;l;c{a:
i y id that alcohol was dangerous to health,
S e v i 1v the brain. It was harmful, not
weakened the organs and particularly the brain. 1
indivi ty. There were not only
to individuals, but also to the community. 1her :
?;rlge s?:ms spent directly on alcohol, but :; very large Lndgzct (j:lggﬁggsur;e
is S ! A
was incurred through alcoholism on asylums, prisons, cohg
i : ivi But what the working classes
in fact, was a great danger to civilisation. t T
sarti that alcoholism retar eir
were particularly concerned about was ool e
ent, and what they ought to do was first to try to ¢ :
QZ:;:? and especially the children, and get the youth organisations to ﬁghtl.
agaiﬁst’ alcohol. But as soon as education had reached a certain pt:n;l:L
then they would have to take legislative me(aiasglres Jillso in tqrdert I:Ztgtf}:m ei(r
c i i ion
iminution in the consumption. He wished here to men ‘ .
%lg:ilirslsﬁ ;?;::nds were not in favour of legislation, and had opposed fthlsﬁptairt
of the resolution in the Commission, but the representatives of all the
other parties had decided to uphold it.

i i i f smuggling alcohol
The resolution also dealt with the question of 0
into Prohibition States, and urged the Slslma]]llst Parties :ﬁeogggsti dt:e;?
ds of drink capital. They should also oppose .
gﬁlali(;l ggovernments E.’vhich when they were negotiating Cfomm%r?a%
Treaties with “ dry " countries tried—under the influence of capitalis
interests—to extort modifications of the prohibitive laws.

i ] ai hol was not merely on

For the working classes the fight against alcohc of ly on

the grgfmd of healtl%, as it was in the case of the rmddle—c}:lass abstaéners

movements, but alcoholism was a fetter on the workers' arms, a:l fct)ge

they could get rid of at once. The fight against alcoholism was part of the
workers’ fight for freedom. (Applause.)

W. WALTHER (Denmark) said that the Danish delegation v‘faﬁ
against. the resolution. Employers very often reproached worl-:ershvmlc1
drinking too much, and now it was suggested th?t the; Conga;iis;l ts OLIl-I ;

: i ich would back the employers’ argu )
s e d to the Executive, and that the
moved that the resolution be ref(_?l"‘re o the , 8 ity
i fferent countries and later
Executive should study the conditions in dii 3 o
i » thought that in the
bring a report before Congress. In addition he ‘
?Eterna%ional Péocialist and Labour Congress they had sufficient problems
to deal with without discussing alcohol.

The motion to refer the resolution to the Executive was carried.

TUBERCULOSIS.

i i i the Social
: HEGOIN (Argentine) submitted the resolution on
Probll?amEt;[fCTuberculosi(s‘ gHe said that the resocllutlor}tlllla:lhbeen g);:&ili'zﬁ
t on the question, a Belgian comrade, with the co-operat
E¥ te]llrtl'eeexgg;tors. Thctl: evil of tuberculosis was very serious, particularly

R



§ . :
or the working classes—much more serious for them than for the possess-

in ;

th% ecrlilsg:?}ne \?";’“ anyone with plenty of money gave a few pounds f
Svirsone knen c-f a ]?ed in a hospital, a preventive home, or a sanatoriux(r:;r
e g \;’f o thlt’ but doctors knew how few beds there were really at
e vl dim sick, and they were constantly in the position of
dcas igo it ps:r?iculasrmi?;i Stsct hoTs}E)itals. They also knew how little was
than hospital beds in every State, and more exploass thos Beian

T e more explosives than hospitals
that they could Ly

- that they could not do othe

e people asked them to maintain national honour, but ‘?;r;s?tb:g? uasg

;Le;nwc;fr I;ati]:(‘)tn:} h]cglour also to treat equitably the tubercular victims of
b= S ould only be possible to solve the problem of tuberculosis
as more bread, more justice, and more light. (Applause)

The resolution was agreed to and the Congress adjourned
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SIXTH SESSION.
THURSDAY, AUGUST 27TH, AT 10.30 AM.

In the Chair: M. ELDERSCH (Austria) and F. M. WIBAUT
(Holland).

Tur CHATRMAN announced that a telegram had been received
from Paul Axelrod thanking the Congress for its message of congratula-
tion and fraternal wishes, and expressing the hope that the Congress

would give a new impetus towards the internationalisation of Labour’s
fight, and would be a step on the way to the victory of Socialism.

A letter was also received from Mario Bergamo, Secretary of the
Italian Republican Party, who was attending the Congress as a guest.

A telegram had also been received from the Social Democratic Party
of the Saar Valley, the only territory which was now under the control of
the League of Nations. The Party complained of the way in which they
were ruled and protested against the fact that only a small part of the
population had the right to vote for the Provincial Parliament. They
hoped the Socialist Parties represented at the Congress would join with

them in their demand for a democratic regime.

A telegram had been received from victims of the war asking the
Congress to support the demand for “ No More War.”

ALTERATIONS TO CONSTITUTION.

Dr. F. ADLER (Secretary) presented the report of Commission
No. 5, which had dealt with Organisation and the Levy Scheme.

He referred to article 6 of the Constitution which states that an
International Congress should be held once in three years, but should
political exigencies necessitate it. the Executive could convene a Congress
at an earlier date. The French delegates had proposed to hold a Congress
every two years, but, after a lengthy discussion, it was decided not to
put that in the rules, but to leave it as proposed in the resolution. On
the other hand, the Congress would be asked to decide by a separate
resolution that the mext Congress should be held in 1927.

There was an alteration in article 8 which said that the maximum
number of delegates for any one party should be 60 instead of 50. The
next alteration was to the effect that the maximum number of votes for
any one party should be 40 instead of 30.

Then there was a paragraph concerning the constitution of the
Administrative Committee, which was rendered necessary by the transfer
of the headquarters to Switzerland. Therefore provision was being made
for comrades of different countries to be members of the Administrative
Committee.

With regard to levies, the present system was very complicated, but
it was sufficiently explained in the document in the hands of delegates.
The only remark he wished to make was that while certain categories of
countries were maintained, alterations had been made in certain others.
Germany had volunteered to go from the second category to the first, and

pay higher contributions, because she considered that her economic
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position now permitted her to do it. The same thing applied to the
Argentine, which would now come into the first category instead of the

DEVELOPING INTERN ATIONAL ACTIVITIES,

With regard to discussions which had taken place in the Execu-
tive during the last two years, he said they had now succeeded in develop-
ing the organisation of the International. They were better informed
as to the conditions in the various countries than ever before. The

should be transformed, [t was one of their most important future tasks,
he thought, to develop a form of organisation by which Continents should

examined carefully, but he could say that all the members were in general
agreement with this idea. Another thing that was necessary was to
improve the procedure at the International meetings. Difficulties arose
mainly from the fact that the various countries had different customs of
procedure. For instance, British Parliamentary procedure was very
different from French or German ParIiarnentary Procedure, and that gave
rise to misunderstandings and long discussions. That was a thing which
ought to be altered, and he hoped, in time, to be able to work out their
own procedure. They would BO on strengthening their International.
Great progress had been made during the last two years, and he expressed
the hope that the next two years would show a similar advance. (Applause.)

S. GRUMBACH (France) said that he recognised the great progress
that had been made, and he was proud of it. Those who knew the Inter-
national before the war realised that it was a far better organisation
to-day in every respect. But they also recognised that much remained
to be done. He sometimes envied the capitalist parties. They did not
hold large public gatherings as this, where they could display their strength
and their weaknesses as Socialists did in their Congresses. ~ But they had
means and institutions which worked effectively without the public
knowing of it, and which paralysed the workers efforts,

There were one or two suggestions he wished to submit to the Con-
gress. First, he thought that the various Parties affiliated to the Inter-
national should examine the possibility of appointing under-secretaries
in the different national organisations, who would have special charge of
the International work and would maintain relations with the Inter-
national Secretariat, In England that had already been done. Mr.
Gillies was in charge of that department, and was, in fact, secretary
for Foreign Affairs, and it worked very well. That might be done in
other countries. At the present time the ordinary secretaries had too

much work to give Proper attention to the International side of the
Movement.

The second suggestion he wished to make related to Parliamentary
action. There again the relations between the Pailiamentary groups of
various countries were very imperfect, and very often absolutely nothing
was known of what was being done in other Parliaments with regard to
financial questions or even Labour legislation. An exchange of legislation

ought to be organised, so that every Parliamentary group, when it pro-
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ill s f it immediately to the
B introduce a Bill should send a_copy of X
?gf;i;?iolxgosecretary, and he should circulate it amongst the various

Parliamentary groups as rapidly as possible.

i i i ith regard to the

d suggestion he wished to make was wi e
orga:i];aftif)l:llrof 5thgeg Press. A Press anferf‘:ir}ce haré beégn}lﬁgyoﬁaéh;

i his question had been discussed. 1 _
i i Its correspondents were in practically
very fine Socialist Press service. 1 e I pmctedly
i 1d, but the German Party sto t
every capital of the world, oy t o
7 f other Socialist Parties was Ty
e i sl d with the great machinery of the
and especially poor when compare it Lot e S e
apitali Tod] an urgent necessity of the times !

g:?éif&ig EE:fnd }:ewaa.fked thge Executive to consider this matter very

carefully. _ -
REPORT OF PRESS CONFERENCE,

RoBerT WILLIAMS (Great Britain) gail;l: thI 111)?:5&8 béi?lfe?-ilr{lig
i i ted by the
by the sub-committee which was appoin e e
i d to the business that ha
to make a very brief report with regar = = e
osal has not permitte
transacted. I am sorry the time at our 1.~,];3 : it
i he Secretariat, so that it cou prop
e o detazlleq N however, that there is a concensus
translated and distributed. Tam sure, however, el
inion, i i ty, with regard to the desirability
of opinion, if not pra_ctlcal unanimi : e
i i i Press. In Great Britain, for t :
ncreasing our Socialist Labour o e D
ty was able to secure,
at the last General Election, the Labour Party w > to e e
'mi ; illion Socialist and La
teeth of the most formidable opposition, 5§ m s e Sy
ulation of our official daily pap :
votes, but, unfortunately, the circu lon : 3 e
Dai is illion. It therefore behoves
The Daily Herald—is less than half a m it
fluence, so that the Capitalis Press,
England to strengthen our Press in > P
i inati 1l not destroy the courage an v
through their machinations, sha i e SO o)
king-class movement. There are difficulties )
(Ijnurt}tzoéolrlrllﬁli‘;sion yesterday we received a x(riery farlllcugl}faggmog izleict)rt Pf;?tmv
: : i iated wit e Soc \
our Comrade Sollmann, who is associa | with 4 il
i arate Socialist dailies, with a
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7 li ’ y 61 daily newspapers. erefore,
small country like Denmark they have oLl
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itai i less and until our figures ¢
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, i Socialist Press of Germany. e )
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E;)lg:l?nPress atall. Therefore it behoves us to give every encouragement
to what is taking place in those countries.

i - ing to recommend
ub-committee and the Conference are going .
that Elrjleailvisory committee should be set 1(11p,50w1_t1} tthfi c;z;o;l;;igz.;l:ln ,?{f
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the Parties associated with this Labour an c :
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deal with the matter, because, in the first place, o
insti S i ticles. There are great men in o
mstitute a system of syndicated ar L o
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throughout the whole Internationa | ( 1 L i
to mention only a few names,
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Agency, which shall be as effective as Reuter, Wolff H

;‘ 4 : » v

Exchange Telegraph Coy. 1s to the bourgeois and capitaaiisats'P?;i th?
may be told I am propounding a formidable scheme, but it is our duty to
estabhsh means of communication between one another. It shoul({ be
known in London at 4 o’clock this afternoon what is transpiring in Mar-

seilles at 11 o’clock this morning. That can be done if we set ourselves

to overcome the task of establishi i iali
TA N A ng a competent International Socialist

_ We are addressing a questionnaire to the dire i

various 1mportant Socialist newspapers. We “(:;g:s ?2 dkild{;&?rse)?af.ctt}lle
how they are carrying on their business, and we will, in turn, tell them hO\Z
'éve are carrying on our business. I think, according to our friend Tom
;i}?hw,t ﬁLIISLIS bfohe ﬁrstd foslzymz;ll conference of the kind ever held in connection

abour an cialist International. I can see =
ment of great things, and I want the Congress to adopt thi?::ig;:usr;egf:t
W€ can give you an infinitely better Labour and Socialist Press than

exists to-day.
The report was unanimously adopted.

The Congress then voted on the r o0
: _ : esolution on U
discussion on which was taken on the previous day. nemployment, g

The resolution was adopted, and the Congress then adjourned.
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SEVENTH SESSION.

THURSDAY, AUGUST 27TH, AT 4 P.M.

In the Chair: Paul FAURE (France) and Arthur HENDERSON
(Greéat Britain). g
LABOUR’S PEACE POLICY.

F. M. WIBAUT (Holland) submitted the report of Commission No. 1
on “ The International Labour and Socialist Peace Policy.”

He said that the resolution had been adopted unanimously by the
Commission. They had been able to obtain this result because every
member was desirous of securing unanimity. Many divergencies had
manifested themselves in the course of the discussion, partly on theoretical
aspects and partly on the tactics to be adopted. He hoped these diver-
gencies would always continue, because the world would be very uninter-
esting if everybody held the same opinion on such important questions
as they had had to discuss. It was their duty towards the proletariat
of all nations to examine the causes of war and try to eliminate them in
the future. At present there was hardly any difference between the
victorious nations and the vanquished nations in their sufferings in con-
sequence of the war, and if he were asked who were now better off econo-
mically, the victors or the vanquished, he would hesitate to answer.
Great Britain, in particular, had great economic difficulties to overcome.
He might say war was a game in which every one lost, but it was the
workers who had everywhere to bear the brunt of the sufferings, and that
was why International Socialists must find methods for avoiding future
wars. He would not speak of the new, scientific and technical methods
of war that had been devised. It would fill them with horror in their
contemplation of the terrible consequences, but he would confine himself
merely to the economic consequences.

In order to avoid wars they must do away with the causes of wars.
The resolution gave, he thought, a complete programme from the
Socialist point of view with regard to dealing with those causes. The
first was a résumé of their whole Socialist theory with regard to capitalism
and war. In Part II. they spoke particularly of the League of Nations
and showed how it could become an instrument of peace provided it
developed in certain ways. They particularly wanted, in addition to the
International Labour Office, the economic organisation of the League of
Nations which existed already, to be transformed into a real international
Council for collective economics, and in this Council there should par-
ticipate the Workers’ Trades Unions and Co-operative organisations.
This Council should deal with many vital problems, such as inter-
national communications, and particularly the distribution of raw
materials. In this way they would eliminate many of the causes of war.

They were also anxious that education should be transformed in such
a way as to become an instrument for peace. They were demanding that
the League of Nations should call a Conference to secure steps which
would finally lead to general disarmament. They had also inserted in
their resolution the British amendment on Reparations which had yester-
day been referred to Commission No. 1, and which now appeared in the
text in a slightly modified form.



The third part of the resolution dealt with special treaties that
might be concluded between nations, and clearly defined their attitude
towards this problem. It set up conditions and indicated the line which
Socialists had to follow in order to influence these pacts in such a way
that they did not become obstacles to any permanent scheme of dis-
armament and the peaceful settlement of conflicts.

In the last part of the report they spoke about the action
of the Labour and Socialist International. To prevent wars was
one of the most important problems, and unless they succeeded in this
they would lose all hope for the economic and moral improvement of the
proletariat. (Applause.)

ArTHUR HENDERSON, M.P. (Great Britain): Comrades, a few
minutes will suffice for me to put before this Congress what 1 have to say
on this subject. The purpose of my rising is to express, on behalf of the
British delegation, our satisfaction that so great a measure of agreement has
been achieved in connection with the First Commission. Now it would be
misleading on my part if I sought to convey the impression to the Congress
that in our work in the Commission and on the sub-committee we were not
confronted with some very serious difficulties. Divergent views and
interests were represented and they had to be recognised, but I rejoice to
say that, after proper discussion, they were successfully harmonised.
Whatever differences of opinion existed amongst us as to method, there
was absolute agreement as to the great objective which we in the Com-
mittee—and I believe the entire International—constantly kept before
us. What is the work which in this Congress we are endeavouring to
do on such problems as were referred to Commission No. 1? I think
I might put it in a sentence. We desire, and we are determined to secure,
that world peace will become a reality ; that world peace must be placed
upon a firm and enduring foundation.

In this document I think we aim at two great essentials :—(1) the
democratisation of an all-inclusive League of Nations, and (2) the estab-
lishment of a new international order resting upon justice and goodwill.
Comrades, this International must never be satisfied until it has so fixed
‘nternational relations that there will be no danger of perpetuating
injustice by force, but where those international relations will rest per-
manently upon reason and consent.

On one more—shall I say one immediate ?>—question we have
reached what can only be described as a temporary and tentative decision.
I refer to the proposed Pact between a limited number of Powers. If
you examine the resolution you will find that we have clearly laid it
down that there are certain conditions which any restricted Pact must
contain. But instead of coming to a final decision we have included a
decision, referring the matter, when we know the final concrete proposals
contained in the Pact, to a joint Conference of all the countries immedi-
ately concerned with the Pact and the Executive of the International.
We hope when we meet to consider these concrete proposals, that it may
be possible to reach a decision with the same degree of unanimity that
characterised our decisions yesterday and the day before—decisions
consistent with the fundamental principles for which this Congress stands.
In my judgment such a decision may have very far-reaching consequences
upon the future, and even the existence of this great world organisation.
That is the only thing I want to say with regard to that question.

There is one aspect of the resolution that gives me exceptional
satisfaction, and that is its defence of the Protocol ; in fact its demand
that our national organisations shall do everything in their power to make
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that Protocol or its principles the fundamental basis of our future inter-
national relations. My friends, the Protocol is not dead. The principles
of the Protocol, in my judgment, cannot die. They are consistent with
both the ideals and spirit for which the International has stood from the
beginning. Having said that, it is essential I should appeal to all of you
to continue the fight for the settlement of international differences by the
application of the principles contained in the 21 clauses of that instrument.
There have been certain references to the position of the British Labour
Party, and I want, just in a word or two, to show you that our position
to-day, both with regard to the Protocol and in regard to the Pact, is
exactly the same as it has been for many years past. Let me give you
one single quotation from the declaration by the British Labour Party
on 28th December, 1917, in the War Aims which it then promulgated at
a great Conference in London :—

«Of all the war aims, none is so important to the peoples of the world as that
there should be henceforth on earth no more war. Whoever triumphs the
peoples will have lost "'—and this is the point of my quotation—"' the peoples
will have lost unless some effective means of preventing war can be found."

Comrades, we approach every proposal, we examine every instrument
with that ideal, to which I have referred, always before our eyes. And
though since 1917 we have taken great steps forward in the direction
of that ideal, we have not yet fully attained to it ; and British Labour—
and I believe this entire International—will never rest satisfied until
that ideal has Been made the fundamental position of all our international
relations.

There is another part of this document which also gives me immense
satisfaction, because I believe it is at the beginning of a new movement
which will assist very considerably in the attainment of the ideal to which
I have referred. On page 2 of the resolution and in paragraph 2
you will find these words :—

*“ The workers demand that the League of Nations be made all-inclusive
and democratic "—and here is the point of importance—" and that the ma-
chinery for the revision of the Peace Treaties under Article 19 of the Covenant
should be elaborated and made effective.”

I repeat, comrades, that, in my judgment, that is the most important
pronouncement made by this International, and made, in my judgment, -
not a moment too soon, and I am glad to think that the great nations—
the Socialist parties of all the great nations that were involved in the
world war—have with unanimity decided to ask this Congress to make
that declaration. We want Article 19 of the Covenant elaborated and
made more effective. In other words we decline any longer, as an Inter-
national, to be committed to the perpetuation of injustices by force,
and we are determined, if possible through the League of Nations, to
have the reconsideration and the re-examination of the Peace Treaties
under reason, under conciliation, under goodwill in the interests of the
masses of the people whom this great International represents.

Finally, I want to admit that this resolution is not a world-Socialist
programme. We were not entrusted with the formulation of a world-
Socialist programme. We were asked to deal with the dangers of war.
We were asked to deal with the Protocol and the proposed Pact, and I
again repeat that, in the name of the British delegation, I am gratified
by the immense improvement represented, the real significance repre-
sented, by the marked degree of unanimity with which this resolution
is submitted to you. We have a long way to go before our Peace ideals
are attained. We are far away from the goal, but we are getting nearer
to it, and what we want to do is to be faithful all the time to our ideals,
to our spirit and to our declarations ; but with this faithfulness forth-
coming, I believe we shall march more steadily in the future than we
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in the future, could be made a reality. He said they might have accepted
the amendment proposed in the Commission asking for an immediate
revision of the Treaties—and the German delegates might have been the
first to welcome such a demand—but they understood that it would be
impossible to carry out such a request, and they therefore preferred to
have a programme which could be put into force rather than something

which they knew would remain a dead letter.

They had also approved of the Geneva Protocol, not because it was
the best expression of their views, but because they thought that by its
ratification they could take a step forward towards the realisation of their
ideals. The Geneva Protocol was by no means Utopian. All the Powers
that were assembled at Geneva in 1924 accepted it, and if, in the mean-
while capitalist reactionary Governments had risen up to fight against
it, it was all the more their duty to fight for its realisation, and to prepare
the way for it by getting nations to agree to treaties of arbitration, If
they (the Germans) were to refuse_treaties of arbitration simply because
they were not the full realisation of the Geneva Protocol, then they would
be adopting a policy which was not practical.

It had been relatively easy to come to an agreement in the Com-
mission, and agreement had been obtained without friction. They had
certainly attained agreement more speedily than agreements were attained
when the diplomatic representatives of capitalist States met together. It
might be said that they were able to come to an agreement because they
represented one class, but if that argument ‘ere true, he did not
see why the official representatives of States should not also come to speedy
agreements because they, too, only represented the interests of one class—
the interests of the capitalist class. But here representatives of France
and Germany had been able to arrive at a complete harmony of view,
and that showed they were animated by a spirit of reconciliation. The
peace of the world would become a reality as soon as the ideal of the

Labour and Socialist International became a reality. (Applause.)

LeoN BLUM (France) said that the French delegation was unanimous
in supporting the resolution, and he wanted to express his gratitude
to the other members of the Commission who had shown such a spirit
of conciliation as had enabled it to come to a unanimous vote. In the
Commission, Buxton, Hilferding and Renaudel had shown a great deal
of patience and forbearance. As Comrade Breitscheid had said, this
resolution made unity of action on the part of Socialists possible with
regard to present political and economic problems, and he hoped there
would be the same unity when the text of the Pact of Security was
known. He wished to express his thanks to Comrade Henderson for
having strengthened their view in this respect. It was a great joy to
them to see that the International, which had recently been reconstituted,
had shown in this way its force and its wisdom. Whilst nations were still
living in a spirit of mutual distrust, following upon the war, it was very
gratifying to see the Socialist International work in a spirit of agreement,
concord and harmony. This was a most reassuring guarantee both for
their work for the immediate realisation of peace and for the ultimate
realisation of a new social order.

F. TURATTI (Italy) said he wanted to make a short declaration in the
name, not only of the Iialian Unitarian Socialist Party, but also the
Socialist Party of Austria, the Social Democrats of Russia, the German
Socialists of Czecho-Slovakia, the Independent Socialist Party of Poland,
the German Socialists of Poland, the Lithuanian Socialist Party, the
Socialist Party of Roumania, the Hungarian Socialists in Czecho-Slovakia,

and the Socialist Party of Greece.
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Those parties were not quite in agreement with the general terms of
the resolution. In spite of that they were going to vote in favour of it in
order to exhibit the spirit of harmony that prevailed in the Labour and
Sccialist International. He thought that the framers of the resolution had
stressed the idea of analysis, and the parties he had mentioned would have
rather preferred a short statement in the spirit of Marxian Socialism.
For, if there had been a certain divergence of opinion with regard to the
Pact and the Protocol, one thing was certain with regard to both, and that
was that their real value would only be in proportion to the power
developed by the working classes in their struggle. (Applause.) They
ought to be on their guard against sentimental bourgeois pacifism. That
was why he thought it would have been better to have made instead of
an abstract diplomatic statement a real appeal to the organised force of
the proletariat. Why, he asked, had the Protocol received so much
approval from Labour ? Simply because it was the outcome of the
collaboration of the British Labour Party and the French Socialists and
had not been worked out in the bureaucratic offices of Governments.
Why not protest vigorously against militarism ? Why not repeat their
condemnation of the peace treaties ? It was militarism and capitalism
that had made the war, and they were fighting for peace, for bread and
for freedom : that is, for Socialism.

In conclusion, he wanted to say two personal words to Comrade
Breitscheid. He recognised that it was better to have an egg to-day than
to have a hen in a few.weeks, but they were sometimes afraid lest the
ultimate ideal they must strive to realise should be too much submerged
in matters of detail in their resolutions, There was tco much detail in
this resolution, which seemed to dull its colour and weaken its force,
In spite of that they would vote in favour of it.

L. DE BROUCKERE said he rose in order to give the enthusiastic
support of the Belgian delegation to the resolution. Their support was
enthusiastic, first because the resolution had the unanimous approval of
the Commission, which they appreciated all the more when they remem-
bered what divergent views existed at the beginning ; and, secondly,
because it was a resolution of action. Since the war, in the course of
tremendous changes that were taking place, many things had come to the
surface which were hidden until then, some of them ruins of the past,
and some germs of the future. Labour was playing its réle in the recon-
struction of the world. It was now a matter of reality that the workers
were taking in hand the political and economic organisation of peace.
Capitalism, it was true, was still strong, but intellectually it was sterile
and had to borrow its ideas for the organisation of peace from the Socialists.
It was applying these ideas in an often stupid and always inadequate
way ; but this should not prevent Socialists from recognising what was
virtually their own ideas.  Some said they should keep aloof from all
these imperfect bourgeois institutions : but he thought they should use
these instruments, however unsatisfactory, and try and weld them into
really effective weapons.

Turati had spoken in the name of what he himself had called the
smaller parties and had defined their attitude. Now he (the speaker)
asked Comrade Turati to realise their position. They had come to the
point where they could not any longer say to the workers what they
would do if they had power. Political power was already partially in
their hands and they had got to use it.

The League of Nations and the International Labour Office were still
imperfect organisations, but for all that they might serve for the realisa-
tion of important aims. As proof of this he quoted the Protocol. Some
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The resolution was put to the Congress and carried unanimously

The Congress then adjourned.
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THE WAR IN MOROCCO.

J. BESTEIRO (Spain) submitted b issi I
the resolution on Mm'ocm.) PR L oL

He said it was now fifteen years that the Spani
suffering from their adventures in Morocco and ?romS}:l Iisaorl'ﬂfvl{li?ﬁ }c]l‘?gn;
had been forced to embark upon against their own will, forced by thei}r
Qovemme_nt and by treaties Spain had concluded with foreign powers
The Spanish Socialists had succeeded in coming to an agreement with
the British and French Socialists at a conference which took place in
Paris on 28th _Tul),f, and the Commission in submitting the present resolu-
tion, asked the Congress to range itself in line with that agreen;.ent
The] (1]‘esolut10_n had been carefully drafted, and he hoped the (Tﬁngrcsr:
]\:}?1; do?:ﬁ:&é 1ltt°, confidence in their British, Spanish and French friends

_ There was a certain difference between the Fren i
point of view in the matter, but they had tried to fgolg}llﬁgctrlglitigfnrii};
from a national but from an international point of view. One could say
that for Spaln_ the position was certainly more painful, but on the otilei
hand, he admitted a solution could more easily be found from the Sinnish
than from the French side. Tt was clear from the combined action (:f the

hands of generals who stood for national 5
g vho s I na al prestige and completely defie
the ideas of humanity and the independence of nations. : e

Therefore, their first act must be to protest against t i :
Spanish and French Governments and thepsecret c}?aracterhcf} ?ﬁt:l(glc?;é}ég
taken at the last diplomatic conference in Madrid. Peace proposalsh had
been sent to Abd el Krim, but up to now they had been kept secret
The British Government had some responsibility because, although
Great Brltal_n_had not sent troops to Morocco, there was an Jim ressirgm
:hiﬁ ‘tv]fle BrltlshTEowl::-nénent induced France and Spain to gupto war
vith Morocco. €y had to protest also agains riti g ;
i el Suppgrrmd thepwar_ t also against the British Government

The Morocco problem had been of an international acter si
1880, and its ;nternatio_nal character was increased in fgggdﬁﬁgn&?}i
treaty of Algeciras was signed. It was therefore for the Congress to treat
this problem from an international point of view. In the first place
they claimed the suspension of all military operations and the énter‘in.
Into Immediate negotiations for peace. They asked for a pacific settlff
ment of the Riff problem by the League of Nations, The delegates might
perhaps say it would be too hard a task for the League of Nations ’Eut
he claimed that if the League were to become what they hoped it would
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become, they should not prevent it from testing its strength. They
should not treat it like one of those young men of the upper classes who
were carefully kept aloof from real life and natural development and
therefore remained weak characters, incapable of sacrifices and of action.
The League had got to justify their hopes that it would be capable of
settling future conflicts ; it should also take action during actual conflicts.
For that reason he hoped that the Congress would unanimously pass the
resolution and thus help to stop the wastage of blood and energy from
which the Spanish people were suffering against their own will. This
unfortunate war had had many bad results ; but it had at least contribu-
ted to strengthen the will for peace. (Applause.)

The resolution was then put to the Congress and carried unanimously.

THE COLONIAL QUESTION.

L. PIERARD (Belgium) moved the following resolution :—

That the Colonial Question be put on the Agenda for the next
International Congress.

He said that this proposal which had been dealt with in the First Com-
mission was a very short one, and he was the author of it. He thought it
was a necessary addition to what the Congress had already accepted.
They had adopted a resolution on the dangers of war ; need he remind
them what dangers of war loomed behind the Colonial problems ? Nobody
amongst them could agree with the solution recommended by Com-
munists, who wanted the whole of the nations simply to evacuate the
territories they had colonised. The Commission, therefore, suggested
that the Colonisation question should be thoroughly discussed at the next
Congress in two years’ time. They had not discussed it this time. But
they had seen it appear at every turn in the discussions they had had.
The Colonial problem existed ; they could not evade it. And for those
Socialists at least who believed in the League of Nations there was also
the question of the policy with regard to Colonial mandates.

At Stuttgart twenty years ago the Colonial question was discussed,
and they might perhaps remember the attitude which was taken by the
late Van Kol on that occasion. He did not suppose anybody would be
prepared now to stand up and defend the resolution then adopted. They
could not any longer take merely a negative and critical attitude, and it
Wwas sometimes necessary to revise opinions they had formed in the past.
He was glad to learn that the French Party had decided to put the Colonial
question on the agenda of their next annual Conference. As Socialists,
they knew very well how in the early occupation of overseas’ territories
many abominable things took place. They knew how, behind the great
word ‘ civilisation,” there are hidden bankers’ interests, and they knew
what horrors have been the regular features of the so-called pacific pene-
tration of oversea-territories. Nevertheless they must recognise that
there were problems for which they were anxious to find a solution.
There was the problem of raw material and the problem of emigration.
He wanted here to say that with regard to Germany it was ridiculous,
absurd and inequitable that she should be deprived of all Colonies. And
there was the moral problem which Socialists could not avoid : whether
even under the capitalist system with all its evils which they denounced
and tried to restrict, it was not possible to bring certain advantages to
savage tribes by undertaking public works, teaching them hygiene, and
establishing schoals.

He simply wished to put this question before them. He would
not attempt to answer it. He knew there would be a very animated
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discussion m two vears' time, but it was necessary to discuss it, for as
Jaures had said * Socialism cannot remain outside any problem—Socialism
must penetrate them all.”

The resolution was carried.

THE DANGERS OF WAR IN THE EAST.
Orro BAUER (Austria), (greeted with hearty applause).

The resolution which I have to submit to you en behalf of the Com-
mission for Eastern European Questions is the outcome of days and
nights of labour, of a very lengthy and arduous, indeed at times violent,
struggle between opposed views within the Commission itself and within
the Sub-Committee. The difficulties with which the Commission had to
wrestle lay in the subject-matter itself. We see before us in the East of
Europe a whole series of new states rising on the ruins of the Empires
which have been overthrown. In a whole group of these states we see the
middle-class newly-risen out of the great victery which it has achieved
in the setting up of the new states, eagerly renewing to-day those very
methods of oppression, of which only yesterday they were themselves the
victims. We can see how in a series of these new states that spirit of
violence to which the war has given rise everywhere, is reinforcing middle-
class reaction. In Finland and other states this reaction finds a living
embediment in armed organisations. Its whole existence and endeavour
at home and abroad is inspired by the purpose of holding down the masses
of its own country under domination by main force, whilst ill-treating
and depriving of their rights the large minorities of different race. We
can see how this same spirit of viclence is now extending from home to
foreign affairs, and how between a group of these states and their neigh-
bours there are thus arising antagonisms pregnant with dangers of war.
We have seen how as a result of the treaties of peace whole territories of
Europe have become “ Balkanised.” 1In a certain sense it is true that,
if the war of 1914 started from the Balkans, to-day the most formidable
threats to peace issue from this new enormous ° Balkanised ” zone.
And if in themselves these dangers are very great, we cannot ignore the
faet that they are being gravely aggravated by the attempts of the great
Powers to East and West alike of these territories, to misuse these newly-
formed states as their pawns in their great game of war.

The real background which we had to survey, if we mecant to in-
vestigate earnestly and thoroughly the problems of Eastern Europe, had
to be viewed in the light of this fact, that in the background of the East
of Europe there are events of world-importance, which are coming to
fulfilment still further to the East. We see how capitalism has now
really and literally shot to pieces the “ great wall ” in China ; we see the
vast multitudes of the Asiatic countries and of the Mediterranean coasts,
1 these most over-populated regions of the world, where masses of people
live more and more densely herded together on a soil incapable of sustain-
ing them; we see how these enslaved, despised multitudes are now
beginning to awaken. (Applause.) If the history of the nineteenth
cenvury was determined by the fact that from Finland, Latvia, Lithuania
to Czecho-Slovakia, and further still as far as Yugo-Slavia and Greece,
nations without history have awakened and through a series of revolts
ultimately conquered their liberty, to-day we see the first beginnings of
this process unfolding on an enormously enlarged scale in the Moham-
medan, Indian and Chinese world. We know that this process of the
awakening of the obscure nations in the nineteenth century could only
reach its culmination through a cycle of revolutions and wars : we therefore
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know what a peril to peace has come into being in this great evolution in
the Far East.

This peril is already before our eyes. Influencing this mighty
process of the awakening of peoples there are two great forces pitted one
against the other, on the one hand the Imperialist Powers of the West,
on the other hand the Soviet Union. We know the guiding policy of the
Soviet Union in these matters. Bolshevism is by its nature the militant
" variety of Socialism. Just as it is convinced that liberation at home can
only be won by a bloody civil war, so it is equally convinced that ulti-
mately liberation abroad also can only be secured through a war of blood-
shed by the revolutionary nations against the capitalist nations. Its
policy over there in the East, in its initial stages at least, is determined
by this conception. On the other side we see how the capitalist Powers,
who hitherto have been able to dominate this eastern world, and draw
from it a toll of wealth at their pleasure, are Now beginning to tremble
for this ascendancy of theirs. And we see how these movements in the
Indian, Chinese and African world exert an immediate reaction upon
Eastern Europe. In these new Balkan states it is indeed so easy, so Very
tempting, when it is desired for the sake of the mastery in Asia to lead
an attack upon the Soviet Union, it is so easy to set these small peoples
in motion, and to let Polish or Roumanian peasants shed their blood in
the cause of imperialist rule in the East. (Hear, hear.)

On the other side we have had the experience of the events in Georgia
and Armenia. We are acquainted with the tactics of preparing coups
4’élat and then exploiting them as a pretext when any particular strategical
point is required. Thus on the other side the same danger ; namely,
that as a result of the political antagonisms, heightened as they are
through the Asiatic developments, the Soviet Government may be
induced to plan the fate of Georgia for the new states on its western
border. And in addition, comrades, what is perhaps worst of all, this
quite certain fact—that if out of all this welter of conflicts a war should
break out anywhere over there in the East, there exists the terrible
danger of Western and Central Europe being immediately implicated in
such a war. We are quite aware that we have not yet fully overcome
those extreme reactionary circles among the German nationalists—(hear,
hear)—who hold that a Russo-Polish war would be an excellent oppor-
tunity to pay off German SCOTES against Poland—(hear, hear)—and,
equally, again, that there are milieux in Trance who consider that in the
event of a Russo-Polish war Germany's function would be to serve as a
passage for their armies, and who therefore consider it a matter for daily
discussion, whether in such a case France would be justified in repeating
against Germany the crime which Germany committed against Belgium.
(Hear, hear.) Such is the array of conflicts, to indicate only the most
crucial ones, which we have before our eyes. It was the business of our
Commission to have its say on all these matters.

T will not conceal a single one of the difficulties with which we had
to contend ; and so it must be said that these difficulties revolved above
all around the necessity for a clear and unmistakable unanimous attitude
_ unapimous not merely in words and ideas but also in feeling—towards
the great problem of Bolshevism. The difficulties are intelligible on the
face of things. There were sitting on the Commission representatives
of the countries annexed by the Soviet Union, representatives from
Georgia and representatives from Armenia ; to expect from these com-
rades in face of the oppression of their countrymen the objectivity of a
dispassionate historian, would be to make a harsh and superhuman claim
upon them. (Applause.) There were sitting there on the Commission
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representatives of the states bordering the Soviet Union, who entertain
a very natural dread that the freedom of their people, won by a century
of countless supreme sacrifices, might be brought to nought by the policy
of the Soviet Union ;: there were sitting there representatives from the
great European Labour Parties of all the countries who have experienced
the whole history of affairs since 1917, the whole history of communist
manceuvres, the whole history of daily falsehoods spread with the aim
of splitting the Labour Movement to pieces—who have experienced the
disruption instigated by the Communists, which has dealt such sore blows
to the Labour Movement, which perceptibly weakens the power of the
Labour Movement, not only by cutting in half the power of the working
masses but by forcing them back into apathy. (Applause.)

In view of all this it is hard indeed to expect these comrades to
assume towards Bolshevism an attitude of merely historical objectivity.
But on the other hand there were present too, with a heavy responsibility
on their shoulders, the spokesmen of the great Labour Parties in those
countries which more than any determine the course of world-policy
such as Great_ Britain, and for these latter the problem wore quite anothelf
aspect. During recent years we have very frequently felt some uneasi-
ness over the fact that the British Labour Party, or many of its members
were In our view lacking in the needful critical sense in their treatment
of the Bolshevist problem. But just as I understand our comrades
especially those from Eastern Europe, in their feelings of resentment
against Bolshevism which found voice in the Commission, so on the other
hand I can fully understand our comrades from the West, in particular
our_Brltlsh comrades, in their acute concern in face of a one-sided fanatical
a.11t1—Bols}_1e}r_1sm. (Hear, hear.) Indeed I can grasp very clearly what
a responsibility rests upon these comrades who fought against the British
Government when it was supplying money and arms for the cause of
counter-revolution in Russia, these comrades who after a hard struggle
brought to pass the recognition of Russia ; these comrades who well
know and understand that the sharper the clash of interests becomes in
the Far East, the greater is the danger that in the British ruling classes
those elements may again get the upper hand who will be intent on
defending their commercial profits, their sphere of exploitation, by all
possible methods of warfare against the Soviet Union—and not necessarily
only by the compromising method of subsidising a Koltchak. The com-
rades who are compelled to stand in defence of the Russian people and
of world-peace against this counter-revolutionary and imperialist policy
of their ruling classes, these comrades are quite inevitably in an altogether
different frame of mind and it is an obligation on them, as against this
counter-revolutionary peril, to defend the Soviet Union. (Cries of Bravo.j
Thus', cqmrades, these differences in the situation between the Labour
Partu_as in the East and in the West ; these differences between the
functions which they have to fulfil within our common struggle, these
dlffer_ences. of past experience, these differences of perspective, are all
sufficient in themselves to account for the acute conflict of opinions in
our (_hscussmns. But, comrades, the Commission could not conclude
one-sidedly according to one or the other point of view, it was bound to
strive for the truly international verdict, rather than for anycne diawn
from the particular situation of the working class in any one country.
(Loud applause.) That is what we have attempted, that is what we have
striven to find. And I venture to say, as my personal opinion, that in
this we have not absolutely, but in a certain measure, succeeded. ,

Comrades! What is the substance of the resolution which we are
submitting to you? In the first place, it takes a stand on the great
problem to which I have just alluded, it seeks to define the attitude of
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us all towards Soviet Russia, towards the Communist International,
towards Bolshevism. And, comrades, it was on this, first and foremost,
that we had to say a word which in view of the world-situation must needs
take precedence of all else, namely, that any hostile policy on the part of
the Governments towards the Soviet Union will encounter in us the most
stubborn, the most implacable resistance. (Loud applause.) There has
perhaps been a phase, in which it would have been unnecessary to dwell
on this point, because that danger was not visible ; there was a phase
in which the imperialist governments appeared to be beginning, instead
of attacking Russia, to do business with her. But, comrades, we cannot
delude ourselves as to the fact that during the past year this tendency
has again been considerably modified, that the fall of the British Labour
Government marked a turning-point in it, and that for the future, especi-
ally, dangers, grave dangers may ensue from the development of affairs
in Asia. Comrades, I desire not to exaggerate in any way. I do not
belong to those who hold that this danger is an imminent one, a danger
for to-day or to-morrow. But we can see this danger shaping itself out
of the inevitable disturbance which the great awakening of the Asiatic
peoples is bound to entail. And because we know that this danger is
coming, we therefore lay down, not for to-day or to-morrow, but for
the whole of our future as the chief and supreme guiding principles :
“ Hands off Soviet Russia!” (Loud applause.)

Of course this does not and must not mean, nor could it be so under-
stood by any thinking man, that we have any idea of a surrender to
Bolshevism. (Applause.) That is a wholly different problem. We
view critically, very critically, both the domestic and the foreign policy
of Bolshevism. We may perhaps have held various views as to the legiti-
macy of the dictatorship at the time when Russia was still in the throes
of civil war. But from the moment when the crisis of the civil war in
Russia was past, there can no longer be any controversy among us, that
what the Russian people needs is what all peoples need, that is to say
the possibility of free individual action, and therefore political freedom.
(Applause.) We all heard, comrades, with keen emotion in the first
session here, the warning of Comrade Turati against underrating what
perhaps seems to us nowadays in the West an acknowledged possession,
but is in reality a conquest of civilisation purchased in the course of
centuries at the price of precious blood : that is, personal freedom, spiritual
freedom, freedom for the organised mass struggle. We shall not fail,
comrades, to uphold this freedom against the Russian dictatorship.
Nor shall we fail either to maintain a critical attitude towards the foreign
policy of Bolshevism. This whole notion of a solution of the social prob-
lem once for all by means of a revolutionary war, this it is, which at
bottom more than anything else divides us from Bolshevism. Not that
we are incapable of estimating as its true worth the historical significance,
for revolutions, of revolutionary wars in the past, but because we know
that the development in the technique of warfare has made war a very
different thing from what it was at the close of the eighteenth century
(loud applause), because we know that nowzdays in the age of gas warfare,
in the age of this enormously evolved military technique, any new war,
though it were waged with the most revolutionary aims, would mean not
the liberation of mankind from poverty and serfdom, but a relapse into
the most frightful misery and the most frightful barbarism. (Loud
applause). We shall not fail therefore to emphasise sharply and uncom-
promisingly the line whch separates us from Bolshevism. But, comrades,
just because we must do this in the interests of the working class, in order
to save it from the most dangerous errors of direction, for that very reason
we must carefully distinguish, beyond the chance of any possible
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misunderstanding, our attitude towards Bolshevism from that of the present
capitalist and imperialist Powers, who in defence of their markets or of
their ascendency over the Asiatic peoples, may find themselves at odds
with Bolshevism. (Hear, hear.) This point is included in our resolution
In it we do not stinc our criticism of Bolshevism ; we demand with the'.
utmost emphasis the democratisation of the regime in Russia. We
declare our full solidarity with the struggle of our Russian comrades
{t:g\;’;:i:liitthlsdd(_ern()t:1'?.t1i§ati_on, but we acknowledge no complicity in the
. and imperialist intri S i i
e a:;plause). trigues, manceuvres and campaigns against

The second matter with which our resolution had to deal was that
great process of the awakening of the nations of the East which stands
in close connection with the danger of war in Eastern Europe. Comrades
n the East to-day the Chinese coolies, the Chinese workers, are engage(i
in a fight. Oh, we are not under any illusion. It is very far from being
a modern trade union fight. We know that these workers, who perhaps
to-day stand on a social and cultural level long left behind by the Euro-
pean workers ; whose movement has, it may be, many features in common
with the Ludd;te Movement in England ; these workers will still have
to go a long painful road, not exempt from reverses,—as to that we have
no illusions. Yet, comrades, we must perceive that this is the first step
along a road which is vitally important for the workers of the whole world
Do we not all know, do not industrial statistics show us, indeed does n0£
the fact of unemployment in Europe, for example in the textile industry
exhibit to us with the utmost clearness how European capital, for whom
the workers here have now become too strong, too self-conscious, too
defiant, too assertive, has grasped the possibility of migrating over
yonder in order to establish there its textile factories, there where cheap
docile, helpless workers are to be had, where Chinese children are at its
disposal ? Comrades, this is the significant point, that if the workers over
yonder awaken, this last refuge will be closed against capitalism. What
is happening over there is the first step in the great mutiny of the last great
reserve army of capitalism. (Loud applause.) And that is why, comrades
what is happening there is our own intimate concern, that is why we mean
to send our greetings to the workers over yonder—{applause)—and to ex-
press our hope that it may not be long before they will be waging in our
common cause the fight for which they are only just beginning to train, but
that they will wage it too in conscious co-operation with us. [Appla{me.)
Comrades, this great process of awakening is beginning over there and
there must be no possibility of doubt how we stand towards it. Oh yes
we know the dangers. 1 have just spoken of them ; oh yes, we know
if this movement of the oppressed peoples in the East from the Pacific
to the Atlantic gathers strength, then the balance of power between the
great Powers out tl}ere will be disturbed ; and if the dominance of the
great Powers there is shaken, we understand very well what a danger of
war and consequently what a danger for the European workers may arise
Nevertheless, comrades, this process of awakening in those peoples;
cannot by any means be checked. It will run its course as triumphantly
as trresistibly, as did the process of awakening of the peoples without a
national history in Europe in the last century ; and it will set the world
ablaze as this latter process has done, unless the European and American
workers are strong enough to secure for these nations, by their own strength
the freedem for which they are wrestling, in order that they may not have
to reach it by way of war. And hence the clear unmistakable line which
we draw in this resolution, just because we do not, like Bolshevism, set
our hopes on a world war, is the result of our belief that the more hence-
forward this process advances, the more it will become the historical task
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of the European and American workers through their own struggle, through
the struggle in the home countries of the rulers of these foreign peoples,
to achieve for these latter their final emancipation. (Bravo!)

Comrades, we have thus outlined the world-political setting of the
dangers in Eastern Europe, we have then proceeded to deal with Eastern
Europe itself : and here we have given to one question priority over all
others, and I believe that this procedure will receive universal assent
from everyone acquainted with European affairs to-day, namely, the
question of national minorities. We know how dangerous are those
methods of national foreign rule over large populous minorities such as

-are practised in many parts of Eastern Europe, we know that grave

dangers of war may spring from this very condition. I may say that I,
as an Austrian, understand very thoroughly the embarrassments of the
situation in which our comrades from the ruling nations in those coun-
tries find themselves placed. Oh we Austrians, who ourselves were once in
this position—(hear, hear)—we have learnt how much courage is needed
in a country where the perpetual national strife lets loose the spirit of
Chauvinism, to stand for the cause of the subject nations while belonging
to the dominant one. But we Austrians have learnt something else too,
we have learnt that this very fact of Socialism not having been strong
enough to secure the satisfaction of these subject nations and the estab-
lishment of peace in a state inhabited by various nationalities, that
this very fact was the direct cause of the world war. (Hear, hear.)
And because we have learnt this we are aware what an immense weight
of responsibility rests to-day upon our comrades, especially thdSe from
the ruling races in these new national States, every one of which by its
national structure, its Chauvinist mentality, the Chauvinist methods of its
struggle, reproduces the old Austria, the Austria of the Hapsburgs. For
this very reason, comrades, scarcely anything in the discussions we have
held has seemed more significant to me than the following fact : that the
demand for national self-government, for the grant of self-government to
all the minorities dwelling in great enclosed territories within these States,
the demand on behalf of disintegrated minorities for equality of rights
and unfettered opportunity of development in respect of education and
schooling, that this formula voicing our claims on behalf of national
minorities, which I hold to be a step forward, was moved and put forward
by no other than Niedzialkowski, the representative of the P.S.P., the
Socialist majority Party in Poland. (Bravo'!) Comrades, that was
an advance. It must be added, indeed, that this formula marks an advance
only on condition that words are followed by deeds and deeds by success.
(Applause.) If that comes about, then, comrades, we are persuaded that
one of the most fundamental dangers, one of the most fundamental causes
of the standing antagonisms could be to a great extent mitigated, both
for all Eastern Europe and thereby for the peace of all Europe.

Certainly, comrades, it goes without saying that not only the prob-
lems of national minorities are here at issue. Far more is at issue, and
not least the complication and embitterment of all antagonisms by the rule
of reaction over these States. We all know full well, that every dictator-
ship, every despotic rule carries in itself its own danger of war: we
know full well that force at home and force abroad are close kindred—
S0 it has ever been, so it still remains to-day. And thus in Eastern Europe
our fight against the danger of war is bound up with our fight against the
Fascist counter-revolution which prevails there under the most various
forms. On this point also our resolution had to say a brief but definite
word. Comrades, we see before us the disregard of the right to personal
and political liberty ; we see the political struggle conducted with methods
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of the most brutual violence ; we see the brutal suppression by violence,
‘nay, attempts towards the physical annihilation of whole opposition
parties ; we see all this in the most varied forms within the different
States. All of us—and about this no word of mine is needed—recognise
it as proof positive of the negation of everything that we hold to be the
natural basis of Socialism, when we hear that even now, at a moment
when really the Soviet Government cannot urge the dangers of civil war,
a man such as our Comrade Gotz is imprisoned merely for having ad-
dressed to Fimmen a letter expressing his own political opinion. We see
similar methods at work in Italy and Hungary ; we read with repulsion
and horror how in Poland, almost weekly, young lads are again and again
being put to death, as though the Polish State were unable to defend
itself by other means. But everything that is happening in these coun-
tries is far outdistanced by those unexampled orgies of barbarism, of
which we read daily in the news from Bulgaria. (Hear, hear.) Com-
rades, this whole system of doing away with one’s political opponents,
whenever it can be done, by means of courts martial, and when this does
not work, by setting fire to their houses and then letting them burn ;
this whole system of the bygone middle ages is that of the blood-stained
government of executioners in Sofia. If we raise a protest here against
this regime of the gallows, we do so not merely on behalf of the workers
in all countries, we do so on behalf of all who retain any shred of that
which alone makes human civilisation worthy to exist. (Loud applause.)

Comrades, such are the guiding lines laid down in our resolution.
It defifes our relationship towards the Soviet Government, towards the
great revolutionary process beginning to run its course in Asia, towards
the concrete problems of Eastern Europe, especially those relating to
national minorities, at least in their broad outlines, and also our relation-
ship towards Fascist reaction in some of these Eastern European coun-
tries. I am aware, comrades, that much is lacking in this. resolution,
and every nation of which you read in it, will find this or that missing
from it. I will not attempt to deny, comrades, that the cause of this lies
not only in the fact that every problem cannot be dealt with in a single
resolution, but also in this other fact that for certain problems we found
ourselves still unable to formulate any solutions. Yet faulty as this
resolution may be, I believe that on the main points it establishes the
required unity of points of view, and that it therefore marks a progress.
The framing of it was arduous, and I would beg all who have objections
on points of detail to take into account the difficulty of the task we had
to fulfil, and to realise that we could only include that on which to-day
the Socialist Parties are, broadly speaking, at one, in order to lay the foun-
dations for an ever-increasing unity of outlook. And so I ask you to
adopt this resolution despite its shortcomings.

bearing on the spirit needed for tackling this problem, though indeed
I cannot say it here as the rapporteur of the Commission, but perhaps
only on my own personal behalf, in accord, however, with my own dele-
gation. Comrade Turati has made a statement to-day in the name of a
group of Parties here represented, and Comrade de Brouckére in allusion
to it has said that a difference of opinion may readily arise from the cir-
cumstance that the Parties subscribing to this statement are further
removed from the burden of responsibility than are the Parties in the
West. Comrades, this may be in some measure true. Certainly as far
as my own Party is concerned, we cannot be classed with those Parties
here who bear the lightest responsibility in their own countries. We, too,
have had some acquaintance with the burdens of responsibility. Yes,
we dare to say, that we are still bearing such a burden to-day, although

But, comrades, allow me to say yet another word, which may have a
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declaration in the names of the French Socialist Party, the Polish Socialist
Party, the Socialist Parties of Georgia, Esthonia, Latvia, Armenia,
Bulgaria, Yugo-Slavia, Hungary, Finland, Belgium and Sweden. His
declaration was in some way the counterpart of that which Turati was
making here to-day. There were certain reservations they wished to
make, but at the same time they wished to fall in with the general opinion,
and therefore they would vote for the resolution.

Now, what were their reservations ? They would have liked the
French amendment to have been adopted because whilst it clearly
denounced the danger from Western Imperialism, it showed greater
confidence in the action and the influence of the Socialist Parties. In
the resolution they expressed the idea that there was a conception amongst
Bolshevists that they could carry liberty to oppressed nations at the
point of the bayonet. He thought it was very necessary they should
stress that danger. There was an example in history when that same
appalling illusion had led the armies of the French Revolution, the
armies of Napoleon, to exhaust themselves in the vast plains of Russia.

The second point he wished to make was that they were in favour
of recognising the Soviet Republic, but that such recognition should not

be one-sided; that Russia should also recognise the community of

Western nations by entering the.League of Nations,

The third point was that they did not think it right to try to solve by
an incidental remark the Colonial question. Comrade Pierard had asked
them to put this matter on the agenda for 1927. The Congress had
accepted that and therefore he thought it would have been bettor not to
have touched upon it in the resolution. In spite of these reservations,
they intended to vote for the resolution, because it expressed the right of
self-determination of nations and also he thought it was the duty of the
International to put itself at the disposal of oppressed nations whether
they were oppressed by Western Imperialism or by any other imperialism,
as was the case with Georgia and Armenia. And, secondly, because the
resolution said with equal precision that not only must they express the
wish that democracy should become universal, but they must also work
for the victory of democracy. In looking round he saw sitting in this
hall the Georgian exiles, the Hungarian emigrants who lived in Paris and
Vienna, and also their Russian comrades who were denied the possibility
to work in their own country. When he looked at them he felt not pity
but shame that the International should not be able to prevent this
injustice. It was their duty to see to it that those comrades should be
free to return to their countries, and he urged all parties to put aside
their particular queries and to rally behind the resolution.

The resolution was put to the Congress and carried unanimously,
the Social-Revolutionary Party of Russia abstaining.

CLOSING SPEECHES.

THe CHAIRMAN (Arthur Henderson, M.P.) said they could not
bring this Congress to a close without expressing their warm thanks,
first of all to the French Socialist Party for extending the invitation to
the Executive for the Congress to be'held in their territory, and secondly
to the local party in Marseilles for their work in making the necessary
arrangements. In this connection he specially wished to include the name
of Comrade Leon Bon. They were also greatly indebted to the inter-
preters. They had had a very arduous task, and he felt he could not
appraise their services too highly. Many of us, he said, were guilty of
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work of the staff. During thesle; %eawi{rs t}ge%z h}?fp:;?t ':v gu?d Ee pogsible
i f Dr. and Madame Pollak, and he t L _
;(})11? ézrmvi‘f;%se(i%dlel‘, when the office was removed to Switzerland, to retain

them at headquarters.

The Congress which was just clesing{ hla((l: I::{L)gtr?;senbzcgafsdet ipﬁztda%:};z
event, but he claimed it had been a useful Co = Jeaal ad e
| practical de of International working-class so y
zi. S %r(;zzm:étsd Ctrll'lql:)l;ﬁ;:till?r?lproved upon the position for \_&':ll_ch theﬁ
(;écissgd at llf[amburg. They had not only declared that 1(33;11}1 E(rinoz;ré ;
Militarism were the enemies of the people, but thg_}f haf( _ ec(,] 1?1.11 0
more w}th considerable emphasis in favour of organising 01f Wi { atlgr'qitv,
for freedom, political and economic ; for ecp_laht}-'(,1 ﬁand L:;ic ;-ith Laﬁci
These they had declared to be the springs Of.thellr ‘:Lf[ncécmln -tcﬂis *_'-spir'it
the spiritual base upon which their Internationa u,sde S an
they would go forward into the pegog bc‘lc{wgeﬁirr;?\:roa;layt t}t{;lhthev e
in 1927. The British delegation had as e v Eatthey hoped
invitati ould presently be forwarded to the Executive
E(le;nglr‘els?gﬂ;s;z%é{fe li)n Lond};n two years hence. (Applause.)

) id i im to say the final word.

FAURE (France) said it fell to him fing i
He \'»E)ﬁiljc{ﬂ nIot attem;ft to draw the lessons from the work of this gg-:m.glr}c::s(i
b t:‘t he would say that they all had the feeling that the Intlerna'ilo_na g
Ew been deﬁni?:ely reconstructed and that they were taking t1(c131r fpthis
a in on the stage of the world. They were all the more prou 13 e
?gatl since they had only to look back a few years and they wou fS(::he
azlié-e: what tremendous way they had recovered. It waﬁ onte zm -
Eac)pes of capitalism during the virar to lhdavgt drow}ér;etdtg}d; ye ti erye s
blood the very idea of working-class solidarity. ety S
reuni if there was scorn in their hearts it was _
T‘.?lgE‘ltzgmﬁignlfcgéi;jcapitalism, whom they held responsible for all
the sufferings of mankind.

i 4 ither and thither by
» were accused already of being dragged hither an
disse’rf?ii% :ii:ws, of looking partly to Geneva and partly towgrd:obggsziov“;.
To this he would reply : International Socialism had no 11‘.an§ Eclsit Ly
but to give. It was impressing its mark upon even’a_sl,1 ?mixm e
ne of those huge rivers flowing through great lalfes withou i thge il
?J\rater‘; but carrying with them part of the lake’s own flood in
vincible course towards the sea. X ¥
: ow on the point of parting, but when they separate
d E}llszle:fggr:t:s would takg their trains to carry them baﬁk fn’ftto r‘;}l:i
al‘l ious countries of the world, they should take with them the hl"d ethe
}rzfrrg?vell and the smile of Socialist France, hoping for t?e day \B ec}a(r; ateg
would all be united under the victorious red flag. (Applause. gates,

rising, sing the International.)

The Congress then terminated.
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CHAPTER 1I.

DELEGATES AND COMMISSIONS.

1. LIST OF DELEGATES.

America (U.S.).

Delegat LAY I
gates 532 BF Berger; A, Ca.han, Th. M. Duncan, M I‘IlquIt Panken
' . ' B ¥

G. Roewer.

F o 4 e Je - ¥, I ¥
raternal De egates : era H.i.l].qlll , lkiel J 1l P
1 1 N t, Mrs, Ma e, W. Padwa Ellen ersons

A. Shutkin.
Argentine.
Delegate: E. Etchegoin.
Armenia.

Delegates: L. Chant, V
tes: L. , V. Chouchanian i
Missakian, Petros, R. Ter-Minassian, Jé. }\{W?';:?ztilao: AT S I

Austria : German S.P.

Delegates : O. Bauer, Mari
: , Marie Bock, Anna B ;
o ‘ f na Boschek, R. D
il lf:ﬁ 11‘\1{ ?ldﬁlz.r(ih, I:V‘ Ellenbogen, Mathilde Eislz?,ng‘.tr)::f ; ]}:"‘ Devgis_ch,
H Lowr, K.l o o :wér ; ‘{ ]anecelk, F. Jordan, L. Leser gﬁciflleeurll..' -
Proft, Julie Rauscha gK' R.efl)é?;bi;::k.l{z}?lelheid P Bin: Ko Gaéﬁ%{l’é
\é , K, , P. Richt i ’
I‘mt}‘k. E‘:leI\r)er, F. Skaret, J. Smejkal, J. Witter;irgng. Robienid. St
‘rater : ‘
En“a\‘l aue;l:;gaﬁ)su.i qi—[c;{lg:e Bat}er, Martha Hannak, A. Heinz, Louise Kautsk
: A ner, Ida Sever, Anna Witternigg. e
elegates : J. Dol
ki ] ezal, A. Machat, A. Wawrousek.

Delegates : Marietta Ad
s Adam, L. De Brouckeér j
Sl ckere, J. Colle, D i ] jardi
c gHuysm :rlf:le]r:h t\lf'izz;!.xfll1 x]’.{l;t:ﬁ; ;an]}élyndonck, Eneljea;;:dl%ezll;: ; %2,?;?;2'
o , 5, 1 vers, euw, Lemai ; ; ;
ertens, Alice Pels, Pépin, Piérard, Plumat, T]na\:;; lliggf:’lgi;g&kMggrﬂan,
, Saintes,

bégier, Serwy Somers, M aak, Tijdgat, T och, Troclet, E. Vanderve! de
] s 15, S paak, i | g 2
V ergeylen, \ Olclmcrt, Willemart. : ; : : ;

Bulgaria .
Delegates : Rounewsk
: Al
Fraternal Delegate : l);las,]koﬂ?kamﬁ-
Cxacfg—?lovaka‘a : Ceech S5.P
clegates : R. Baeumel, St. Bec
pates , St L_varuvsky. W. Brodeck ;
romadka, V. Johannis, Betti Ka.rpisoak,e _].Y .ﬁagirerﬁ‘Gﬁ;gg:n aﬂ'
R zels,

J. Novak, F. Soukup, H
] p, H. Spanyol, F. Stanek, J. Stivin, B. Sverak, A. Winter

s German S.P.
elegates : L. Czech, O. Hillebrand, F. Kaufmann, E. Paul, A. Schaf
» E. ) A er.

Fraternal Delegates: Lill i
Toke Romt illy Czech, Marie Kaufmann, J. Kiihnel, Gisela Paul

FPolish S.P.
Delegates : A, Steffek, V. Sembol.
Hungarian S.P.
Delegate : A. Bauer.
Denmark.

{4 ] . ’ . . » . stensen,
Delegates Alsi ng Ander sen, Fr. Andersen, I. I. B jerring I Chri
188 Chﬂstensen. E. Car lsen, F. Da.lgamd. H l .
V (o] e Hansen, H Hansen,

M. Hoerdum, H
W. Walther, Jacobsen, C. F. Madsen, Axel Olsen, W. Rasmussen

Esthonia.
Delegate: J. Vain.

Finland.
Delegates : L W. Keto, J. Helo, R. gventorzetsky, K. H. Wiik.

France.

Delegates : L. Blum, L. Bon, Bouret, A. Bracke, Cabannes, Chaillé, Compere-
Morel, Evrard, Paul Faure, Fontannier, Fouilleron, Grandvallet, S. Grum-
bach, Kahn, Lamarque, Marthe Lévy, J. Longuet, Marquet, Moutet, Osmin,
Poisson, Renaudel, Sahuc, Louise Saumonneau, Sévérac, Signoret, Théo-
Bretin, Waltz, Zyromski.

Georgia.

Delegates : R. Arsenidze, D. Charachidze, N. Jordania, N. Ramichvili, N.
Tscheidze, 1. Tseretelli.

Fraternal Delegates: Ajollo, Pirzkhalava, Tzinzadze.

Germany.
Delegates : A. Arzt, E. Auer, H. Becker, F. Bender, A. Bergholz, K. Boechel,
R. Breitscheid, H. Cohn, A. Crispien, R. Dissmann, W. Dittmann, M
Felgentraebe, G. Ferl, P. Gerlach, A. Henke, C. Hermann, Paul Hertz,
R. Hilferding, O. Hiinlich, Marie Juchacz, W. Keil, F. Klupsch, W. Kroger,
W. Kriiger, F. Kinstler, J. Lau, M. Leuteritz, R. Lipinski, P. Loebe,
C. Ludwig, K. Miss, J. Moses, Anna Nemitz, G. Reinbold, Johanna Reitze,
P. Rohle, P. Scheidemann, M. Schinabeck, K. Schreck, G. Schumann,
H. Schulz, Tony Sender, M. Seydewitz, W. Sollmann, E. Stahl, J. Stelling,
F. Ullrich, W. Verdieck, H. Vogel, F. W. Wagner, W. Weber, O. Wels.
Fraternal Delegates : Marie Arning, Elise Bartels, 1. Birnbaum, Clara Bohm-
Schuch, E. Fischer, A. Faust, O. Haese, W. Hofmann, P. Junke, B. Kuhnt,
Paul Levi, Anna Matschke, Kurt Rosenfeld, Adele Schreiber, G. Simon,
J. Simon, M. Simon, Anna Stiegler, Mathilde Wurm, Antonie Wohlgemuth,

Anna Ziegler.
Great Britain : Labour Party.
Delegates : Mrs, F. H. Bell, Dr. Ethel Bentham, Miss M. Catlin, C. T. Cramp, R.J.
Davies, Mrs. A, Dollan, W. Gillies, A. Henderson, W. Lawther, Dr. Marion
Phillips, F. O. Roberts, Tom Shaw, F. B. Varley, R. Williams.
Fraternal Delegates : Mrs. Bell-Richards, Tom Myers.
iR

Delegates : Clifford Allen, W. Ayles, Margaret Bondfield, A. Fenner Brockway,
C. R. Buxton, P. J. Dollan, F. W. Jowett, Ben Riley.
Fraternal Delegate: Dorothy Jewson.
Greece.
Delegates @ J. Joannidis, D. Stratis, N, Yannios.
Fraternal Delegate : Minerva Yannios.
Holland.
Delegates: J. W. Albarda, J. E. W. Duys, Suse Groeneweg, A. B. Kleerekoper,
J. H. Schaper, W. H. Vliegen, C. Werkhoven, F. M. Wibaut, Mrs. Wibaut.
Fraternal Delegate: Mrs. Vliegen.
Hungary : Social Democratic Party.
Delegates: J. Biichler, E. Bresztovsky, E. Gyorky, Anna Kéthly, J. Peidl,
K. Peyer.
Fraternal Delegate: Serene Buchinger.
Emigrants’ Group @ “ Vildgossdg."
Delegates : W. Bohm, A. Garbai, S. Kunfi.
Italy.
Delegates : G. Canepa, S. Barro, L. Basso, Frontini, N. Levi, E. a Prato,
C. Treves, F. Turati.
Jugo-Slavia.
Delegate : Z. Topalovic.
Fraternal Delegate: Milica Topalovic.
Latvia.
Delegate : Paul Kalnin.
Fraternal Delegate: Klara Kalnin.

Lithuania.
Delegates: K. Bielinis, V. Bielskis, Mrs, L. Pureniene.




Luxemburg.
Delegate : H. Clément.
Norway,
Delegates: K. Foster
S L voll, M. J.
G M. J. Halvorsen, O. Just, A. Magnussen.
Delegates : Ben-Zevie, M
: 50 M.
it sl Jarblum, P. Sokal.
Delegates : Mrs. Budzi
: Mrs. zinska, C. Czapinski i 3
e , C. Czapinski, H. Diamand, T.
T Stancgfiyn;kagzl{\:‘tz.esclcdzrl?ilk%vskl, S. Posner, A I-’gg}gl\-v lé%pll{l?ézfg’mhen
vk, g owski, e . 5 e it eSS
A s Ziemiecki. S. Zulawski. B
Delegates : B. Drobner, J. Kruk, Z. Mierzynski

German S.P.
Delegate : S. Glicksmann.
Portugal.

Delegate : H. Ribeiro.
Roumania.
Delegates : ]. Flueras
o Bl 1 , 1. Moscovici, ]. Pistiner, S i
.’mssg{i S?ciaf Democratic Labour Party Je e A AR
clegates : R. i ). Dali
?\ jsu 01‘1‘( {\ILJI'a.I;I}OW'lt:‘.iCh, D. Dalin, Th. Dan, A. Duboi 3
e 1 gD b 1§1kola]ewsld, O. Rosenfeld. et Saany, ooy,
Ma.ndelsfa(:-lgati;‘ M. Berenstein, Lydia Dan, Mrs. D j
= 1, Mrs. Plechanow, B. Skomorowsk' LM e il
Dfo.:mhsf Revolutionaries. Sy
elegates : I. Brouchvid Laz:
L ) ) J. .ua.reff,' O. Minor, L. Rossel, G. S ide
e insky, V. Suchomlin, V. Tschernoff. AR
. Delegates : ]. Bestei
il eiro, F. L. -
| Hhi argo-Caballero, F. de los Rios, A. Saborit
A - 5
elegl;jat?z ] Hli. Akerberg, A. Akesson, S. Backlund, P. B
ot d;.nsson, K. Hovberg, J. O. _]ohanssol T) i
; 8 ;’r;rsley. ‘R. Lindstroem, J. A, Lundgrenn' G '
5 son, E. Rosén, O, Thorsing, A. \"'ougt', E‘ Wallin, E Wigfor:
LE. 55.

Fraternal Delegates: A
s : Anna Akerberg, Mrs. E
hagen, Mrs. Lindstroem, Hilma gRydin, Mr;gb%%{;rfsltjﬁ S g

gman, A. Engber
Karlsson, Lingberg'
Moeller, A, Oestlund,

Ulkraine.
Delegates : O. Bez
1. Mazepa.

1 wternational Federat of Trade Unions
100 1

Internationa CLALLS, .
ternational of Socialist Y outh
f

International Committ iali
i o ee of Socialist Women.

S ducatio Internatio
Socialist E ational Ini
ernational,

International Labour O
| e,
J. De Roode. a

palko, H. Boczkovs V, 5. Ma ju henk y Tria Jus ch .
1k Boczkovsk B tjuschenko, Ma Matjuschenka

2. COMMISSIONS AND CONFERENCES.

CoMMISSION ON PoINT (1) OF THE AGEXDA -

THE INTERNATIONAL
] ERD LABOUR AND § 3 3
Chairman : F. M. Wibaut (Holland). i T

pere el Members :
a : M. Hillquit, V. L. B ;

B e ey » V. L. Berger. Argentine: E. E i

fol A.,M(;cl;\a&h ha.]t;le?“: -‘f_tesma : German S‘g:!’. .-méf é:{u;tcl;(e i lide s

T Czéciao-sgg:;zf;rlr. IC),‘E E}rogckérc. C. Huvsma.nn‘s ;L 1"1.(-r1::"3131-l m}; :.' i

Denmark : Fr. And : Caech S.P.: J. Stivin: Germa : L s

P Rerandel, 1.2 ersen, A. Andersen  Finland : J. W. I{ggmuf-"f;:éé 2 IL %zl,ech.
i : L. Blum,

: del, yromski. Germ : i i
e andel 1, any : R. Breitscheid, P. Schei =
T s ? \I’!-ler{(\ifrson, C.R. Buxton. A Fcnf:lu]z?(};mann' - Sollman
» I M. Wibaut.,  Hungarv @ ], Peidl. [Italy : Ir‘oc'll‘twa)t’: (Hriin’fmrf :
S . I Turati, C. Treves,

Latvia : Paul Kalnin, Norway ! Arne Magnussen., Palestine © 1. Sokal,  Poland :
P.S.P. : H. Diamand, M. Niedzialkowski. Roumania @ S. Voinea. Russia : S.P.:
Th. Dan, (P. Garwy): S.R.: V. Suchomlin. Spain : J. Besteirn, Sweden : A,
Engberg, P. A. Hansson. Ukraine : O, Bezpalko. Poland, Independent S.P—
Poland. German S.P.— Jugo-Slavia : B. Drolner. Greece—Vildgossdg— Czecho-
Slovakia, Hungavian S.P.: N. Yannios. Esthonia—Lithuania : V. Bielskis.

ComMmissTON OoN PoiNtT (2) OF THE AGENDA.

UNEMPLOYMENT AND THE CONDITIONS OF LIFE
OF THE WORKERS.

Chaiyman : L. De Brouckére (Belgium).
Members :

. America : G. E. Roewer, J. Panken. Argentine : E. Etchegoin. Avmenia
V. Chouchanian. Austria : German S.P.: FE. Domes, P. Richter : Czech S.P.:
J. Dolezal. Belgium : Troclet, Hannick. Bulgaria @ L. Rounewski. Czecho-
Slovakia : Czech S.P.: 1. Dérer ; German S.P: 0. Hillebrand. Denmark : T
Hansen, Axel Olsen. Finland : K. H. Wiik. France : Cabanes, Chaillé, Osmin.
Geymany : R. Dissmann, F. Ullrich, J. Moses. Great Britain : F. B, Varley, F. O.
Roberts, P. J. Dollan. Holland : J. E. W. Duys, Mrs. Wibaut. Hungary : K.
Peyer. Ialy : N. Levi. Latvia: Klara Kalnin. Norway : M. J. Halvorsen.

Palestine : Ben-Zevi. Poland : P.S.P. : B. Ziemiecki, J. Stanczyk. Rowmania :
Spain : A. Saborit.

J. Flueras. Russia : S.P.: A. Jugow; S.R.: L. Rossel.
Sweden : E. Wigforss, Ch. Lindley. Ukraine: B. Matjuschenko. Poland, Inde-
pendent S.P.—Poland, German S.P.—. Jugo-Slavia : Z. Topalovic. Greece— Vildgossdg
" Czecho-Slovakia, Hungarian S.P.: A, Bauer. Esthonia— Lithuania : J. Vain.

Commission ON PoOINT (3) oF THE AGENDA:

THE WASHINGTON CONVENTION AND THE EIGHT-HOUR DAY.

Chairman : Tom Shaw (Great Britain).
Members :

Austria : German S.P.: . Schorsch, M. Frithwirt ; Czech S.P.: A, Waw-
rousek. Belgium @ C. Mertens, Dejardin, (L. Piérard). Bulgaria : 1. Rounewski.
Czecho-Slovakia : Czech S.P.: G. Habrman ; German S.P.: F. Kaufmann. Den-
mark : Carl F. Madsen, H. Jacobsen. Finland : K. H. Wiik. France : Théo-
Bretin, Evrard. Germany - ¥. Bender, H. Becker, Tony Sender. Great Britain :
Tom Shaw, R. J. Davies, W. Ayles. Holland : Suse Groeneweg, J. H. Schaper.
Hungary : Anna Kéthly. Italy : G. Canepa. Lalvia : Paul Kalnin. Palestine
Ben-Zevie. Poland : P.S.P.: S. Zulawski, Sophie Prauss. Roumania : 1. Mos-
covict., Russia: S.P.: A.Dubois; S.R.: G. Schreider. Spain : F. Largo-Caballero.
Sweden : J. O. Johansson, H. Akerberg. 1 hraine : H. Boczkovski. Poland, Inde-

endeni S.P.——Poland, German S.P.— Jugo-Slavia : S. Gliicksmann. Greece—
Vitégossdg—-CzcckOvStona!ain, Hungarian S.P. : N. Yannios. Esthonia—Lithuania :
K. Bielinis.

CoMMissioN oN PoINT (4) OF THE AGENDA @

REPORT AND PROPOSALS OF THE WOMEN'S
INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE.

.Chairman : Marie Juchacz (Germany).

Members :

Austria : German S.P.: Emmy Freundlich, Gabriele Proit. Belgium
Marietta Adam, Mrs. Dejardin (]. van Roosbroeck). Bulgaria: L Rounewski,
Crecho-Slovakia : Czech S.P. : Betty Karpisek; German S.P.: Lily Czech. Den-
mark : 1. 1. Bjerring, E. Carlsen. Finland : R. Sventorzetski. France ! Louise
Saumeonneau, Marthe Lévy. Germany: Marie Juchacz, W. Dittmann, Anna
Nemitz. Greal Britain : Mis. Bell, Agnes Dollan, Dorothy Jewson. Holland :
Suse Groeneweg, Mrs. Wibaut, Hunmgary : Anna Kéthly.  Latvia : Klara
Kalnin, Poland ; P.S.P.; Tylicka Budzinska, Dora Budzinska. Roumania :
1. Moscovici. [Russia ! S.P.: Mrs, O. Domanjewska; S.R.: E. Lazareff. Spain!
¥, Largo-Caballero. Sweden : E. Rosén, E. Wallin, U kraine : Maria Matjuschenlka,
Poland, Independent S. P ——Poland, German S.P.— Jugo-Slavia ; Milica Topalovic.
-Greef:a—Vildgossdg—C:t'r:ho-Slauak-ia, Hungarian S.P.: Minerva Yannios, [sthonia
— Lithuania ! Mrs, L. Purenicne,



Commission on Porint (%) oF THE AGENDA :

ORGANISATION AND LEVY SCHEME.,
Chairman : Friedrich Adler (Secretary).

Members :

Armenia : A, Tsahakianz, Ausivia : German S.P. : F. Skaret, R. Danneberg ;
Czech S.P.: A, Wawrousek. Belgium : J. van Roosbroec » Lemaire, (Eekelers)
Bulgaria : J. Sakasoff, Czecho-Slovakia : "Czech S.P - J. Marek; German S.P. -
L. Czech. Denmark - Carl F. Madsen, Alsing Andersen, Finland : K. H, Wiik.
France : A, Bracke, Grandvallet, L. Blum, Germany : C. Ludwig, M. Leuteritz, R,
Lipinski.  Great Britain : A, Henderson, Clifford Allen, W. Gillies, Holland : C
Werkhoven, Hungary : ]. Buechler, Italy : L. Basso. Latvia: Paul Kalnin,
Norway : K. Fostervoll, Palestine : M. Jarblum, Poland : P.SP.: Dora
Kluszynska, M. Niedzialkovski. Roumania : ], Pistiner. Russia: S.P.: R.
Abramowitsch; S.R.: E. Stalinsky.  Spain :”A. Saborit, Sweden : G. Moeller,
A, Lindstroem. Ukraine - O, Bezpalko. Poland, Independent S.P.—Poland, Gey.
man S.P.— Jugo-Slavia : 1. Kruk. Greecc-—Vs'a.’dgossdg———Czucko-Siovakw, Hungarian
S.P.: S. Kunfi, Esthonia—Lithuania : V., Bielskis,

CommissioN oN Porwt (6) oF THE AGENDA :

MISCELLANEOQUS RESOLUTIONS.
Chairman : K. Schreck (Germany).

Members :

America : Th. M. Duncan. Argentine : E, Etchegoin. Austria : German
S.P. : ]. Deutsch, A, Sever. Belgium : Jauniaux, Pépin.  Bulgaria : J. Sakasofi.
Czecho-Slovakia : Czech S.P. : V. Brodecky ; German S.P.: 0. Hillebrand. Den-
mark : P. Christensen, W, Walther. Finland : W. Keto. Germany: F,
Klupsch, K, Schreck, H. Vogel. Great Britain - R. Williams, W, Lawther,
P. Dollan.  Holland : C. Werkhoven. Hungary : C. Payer. Latvia: Klara
Kalnin. Palestine : M. Jarblum, Poland : P.S.P.: A, Pragier, S. Posner.
Rowmania : |, Pistiner. Russia : S.P.: O, Rosenfeld; SR, . E. Stalinsky.
Spain : F. de los Rios. Sweden : P, Bergman, A, Vougt. Ukraine : B,
Matjuschenko. Poland, Independent S.P.—Poland, German S.P.— -Jugo-Slavia :
Z. Mierzynski. Greece— V'il,

dgvssdg—-CzeckmSiovakm, Hungarian S.P.: A, Bauer.
Esthonia—Lithuania : K. Bielinis,

ComaIssion For :

PROBLEMS OF EASTERN EUROPE,
Chairman : Friedrich Adler (Secretary).

Members :
America : A, Cahan, J. Panken. Armenia: R. Ter-Minassian, S, Wratzian,
A. Isahakianz. Austrig - German S.P.: Q. Bauer, W. Ellenbogen. Belgium :
Serwy, Volkaert, (Leeuw). Bulgaria : J. Sakasoff. Czecho-Slovakia : Czech S.P.
F. Soukup ; German 5.P. -

L. Czech, O, Hillebrand, A. Schifer. Denmark : H. P.
Hansen, W, Rasmussen. Finland : R, Sve

ntorzetski, K, H, Wiik, J. Helo. France :
J. Longuet, Kahn, Fontannier. Georgia : 1. Tseretelli, N. Jordania, N. Tscheidze
Germany : O, Wels, H. Schulz, A. Henke, Great Britain : C. R. Buxton,
Margaret Bondfield, C. T, Cramp.  Holland : C, Werkhoven, A. B, Kleerekoper,
Hungary :  ]. Buechler, Latvia : Paul Kalnin, Klara Kalnin.  Norway : 0, Just.
Palestine : M. Jarblum. Poland - R SEE Niedzialkowski, C. Czapinski,

Th. Holowko. Roumania : C. Pistiner, I. Moscovici, S. Voinea. Russia : o
R. Abramowitsch, Th. Dan, P. Garwy; S.R.: V. Tschernoff, V., Suchomlin, E,
Stalinsky (M. Slonim).  Spain : F. de los Rios. Sweden : O, Thorsing, J. P.
Persson.  Ukraine : O, Bezpalko, I. Mazepa, B. Matjuscheniko, Poland, Indepen-
dent S.P.— Poland, German S.P.— Jugo-Slavia : J. Kruk, Z. Topalovie, S. Gliicks-
mann. Greece— Vn'!dgossdg——Czecth!ovakz'a, Hungarian S.P. : S. Kunfi, N, Yannios,
A. Bauer. Esthonia—Lithuania ¢ K. Bielinis, V. Bielskis, J. Vain, (Mrs. L,
Pureniene).

INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE ON AGRICULTURAL POLICY.,

Chaiyman : Compere-Morel {France).

The Conference which

met on August 23rd and 26th, was attended by numer-
ous delegates of all parties. '

a0

B T EDUCATION,
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CHAPTER III.

RESOLUTIONS.

REsSoLUTIONS oN Poixt (1) oF THE AGENDA :

THE INTERNATIONAL LABOUR AND SOCIALIST
PEACE POLICY.

I.

CAPITALISM AND WAR.,

The iali
o Compggg%rr:szcgi otrg‘igc Lsa;l;?;lr‘l airsldassicmg‘_st_Iuternatioual declares again that
the, cor 3 fandin, 2 i
capitalist groups of the various nations for rafr ;?::::ia?g :;)gﬁ;?;ikzg w?:tl'l :ge
, e

exploitation of the worki i
SDchaton g masses, the accumulation of capital and financial

I'his system is and remains a fundamental cause of

In pursuing at one ti i
‘ . me a policy of narrow protecti
:Ji::?n at another an aggressive free trade policy pwhic}cxtlf?
: ping, the rival capitalist groups bring about a *
characterised by unemployment, high cost of 1£ i
economic and financial crisis. b

the danger of war.

nism and national egoism,
¢ akesl at times the form of

Balkanisation ”’ of the world
ng, monetary instability, and

Production, consumption and exchange

danger of competiti rorki
can gry' petition, and the working class h

are exposed to all the disorder and
as to bear the brunt of the resultiﬁg

Socialism alone is fully capable of putting an end to this state of things

Socialism aims at co-ordinatin istributi

Sy . ordinating the distribution of raw materi ishi

pmductio;:-.g?,:]i-rll;c l];};s ipsrc} (.n:cmg_ the exploitation of man by fna.al“nls’aa::t (")T oal.:ls b
R s of need Ims’gead‘n[ profit, at substituting evér wh rg ih e
e sph eclive organisation for the chaotic struggle i hiehe stk 5
1bsorbs or crushes the weaker. Shdmwe e

It would harmonise, instead

legitimate interests of the nations,

Thus Socialism is the gre i
, n is > great force tending towards the fi i i
(\:\o Tﬁ;—iz;d tﬁe political victory of the working classes in :11 :)r;ait[;:?lfécal.jtwn e
will be the best guarantee of lasting world peace e

of opposing to one another, the general and

L

THE WORKING CLASS AND THE LEAGUE OF NATIONS

The working class is fighting for the lofty i
. 1 ty id i i
triumph of lab‘our with the sovereign power of dcgmcr‘;agy‘:gélc%h:soeﬁ?rif or(rllfbme‘ i
The working class is already so strong as to be able e
ments enough pressure to lead the world towards peace
The workers realise that the causes of the '
certain stipulations of the Peace Treaties in t\Blﬁlé}la I:Enil::ﬂ?lf
1mperfect1}[ solved, and especially by certain other stipul
national minorities has not been equitably settled thcl

to exercise on the Govern-

war are aggravated by
al problems are badly or
ations in which the lot”of

Governments the right of declari .
nts | arin
aggressor is still insufficiently urgan?se‘zz.lr' S
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The workers adhering to the 1L.S.1. have given their ap roval to the foundation
of the League of Nations, but they declare that it will not ully accomplish its task
unless it includes all the pcnplc&, admitted with equal rights and obligations, unless
it fully recognises the necessity of the peace programme outlined above, and unless
the international organisation is based on a sound economic foundation.

The workers therefore demand that the League of Nations be made all-inclusive
and democratic, and that the machinery for the revision of the Peace Treaties
under Article 19 of the Covenant should be elaborated and made effective.

They demand that side by side with the International Labour Office, the existing
economic organs of the League be transformed into a real International Economic
Council, with the active participation of trade union and co-operative Labour
organisations.

It should be the duty of this Council to deal with monetary policy, with the
problems of production and consumption, with the supervision of international
means of communication, with assuring to each nation an equitable share of the
common stock of raw materials and produce, with combating protectionism and
cconomic nationalism, and with unifying or harmonising the legislation of the
various countries on these subjects.

All disputes without exception, including all disputes concerning the inter-
pretation or observance of the Treaties of Peace, must be referred to impartial
arbitration.

The workers further demand that any state which resorts to war after refusing
to submit to arbitration or arbitral award, no matter under what pretext or circum-
stances, should be considered an aggressor, an enemy of its own  people and of
mankind ; and that in no case should hostile action be allowed, except in case of
resistance to acts of aggression, or when such action is taken in agreement with the

_ Council or Assembly of the League of Nations.

The Congress draws attention to the aggravation of unemployment by the
many still unsolved problems associated with the mistaken policy of undefined
ayments of reparations, and the refusal to cancel inter-Allied debts; and recom-
mends that action should be taken to secure a solution of these problems which
would be in harmony with International Socialism.

Finally, they demand that the education of the children shall be permeated
with the spirit of peace, and shall lay a sure foundation for moral disarmament and
the disappearance of hatred.

It is by means of untiring perseverance in the class struggle that the workers
will pursue and attain these objects. Each political victory gained, each increase
in their organised strength, will necessarily find expression in greater and more
effective influence upon the work and achievements of the League of Nations.

The workers would establish peace on a basis of arbitration and of general,
complete and universal disarmament, effected within the framework of the League
of Nations.

It is for this reason that the Labour and Socialist International demands that
the League of Nations should organise a Conference to devise substantial measures
which should eventually lead to complete and universal disarmament.

IIL.

THE INTERNATIONAL AND SPECIAL PACTS.

Tt is in the light of these considerations and in the spirit of these principles
that International Socialism calls upon the workers to conduct their daily propa-
ganda, and to act in their Parliaments in approaching the problems arising from
time to time. .

Already the National sections of the International have played an important
part by arriving at common agreements with regard to reparations, which have
subsequently been adopted in part by the Governments.

They must continue their efforts in this direction, and the International counts
on the activity of its American sections, in conjunction with its European sections,
to work out Socialist solutions on the subject of international debts.

In connection with the problem of security, the International rejoices to note
that some of its sections, such as those of Denmark, Holland, Norway and Sweden,
have either secured, or made proposals for, total disarmament or a sweeping reduc-
tion of armaments. 1t rejoices also at the efforts that have been made by some other
sections to give to the Covenant of the League of Nations effectiveness, strength
and life. It is in this sense that it has supported every step to induce the Govern-
ments to accept the Geneva Protocol. The latter is in its opinion nothing but the
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practical application of the Covenant itself. Iti i i
D L wient is the most definite step taken in

The International Socialist Congress in this 1 i

¢ o _ espect ratifies the declarati
adopted by its British, German, Belgian and French sections at the conf:rn;c:g;:
held in London and Brussels. It notes that

“ the present difficulties between the Powers could h b i i

all the Governments concerned had adhered to ae beed e
t!

drawn up last September in Geneva,”’ he‘ Dpp e S

and it urges the Governments of Great Britain and it ini
accept the Protocol without delay. AiLjof the B e one g

The Congress affirms that if at the present time the di i i

i ! e diplomatic action of
nations proposes to resort to special Pacts of Security and guarantea thenr:spgr-
sibility rests on those who would refuse to seek in the League of Nations the applica-
tion of a general Pact, extending to all peoples with equal rights and duties.

Such Pacts are defective because they do not contain provisio i

ment. They must not contain any secret clauses, They ml?st prov?c;,eiggr :.l:a;::lé?n
of Mutual Guarantee having a general character, controlled and supervised g the
League of Nations within the tramework of its Covenant; a system whic}? will
never lend itself to being turned against any other Power or group of Powers, and
which consequently will not lead to a possible revival of a false balance of plc:wer :
a system which will not permit any Power automatically to apply sanctions These
must only be applied under conditions provided for by the Covenant of the League
of Nations. Special Pacts should not be used to hinder measures of arbitration
(I{;agzismeasure of disarmament established under the control of the League of

The limited Pact suggested in the exchan

I ; ge of Notes between Germ

certain other Powers 13 not yet before us in its final form. We do not, tl?:ryefzrrlg

1:;13}\;;“;;;; ?;ope,l n:rrd 1’5: efﬁ.ctpmeaning. When its final form is known it should be
) amined by the Parties in the countries concerned, in j i

with the Executive of the International. B e e

The International Socialist Congress further ratifies th i
conference of its sections held in Brussels, RpiRaton oL R

** that even yet it is possible to climinate the present difficulti

simple application of the Covenant of the Leagﬁc of Na.tiot:s 12351;111).2 s%iz
condition that Germany enter the League with rights and ‘duties equal
to those of other nations, seeing that the Covenant itself in effect provides
except in the case of recourse to war regulated by Article 16, that it is
not within the province of any Power to decide for itself whether there
has been a violation of treaties equivalent to an act of force, and that the
treaties or al_‘bxtratiun or guarantee could not confer on any of them greater
rights or stricter obligations than those contained in the Covenant itself.”

And further:

“ that the apprehensions manifested by public opinion in Germ
; sted any and
Russia about the manner of the application of Article 16 of the Covgnant
in tliedev?ntfoéhcqnﬂxcts to which Russia might be a party, would lose a
reat deal of their justi ion i si joi :
%E i ir justification if Russia herself would join the League

The L.S.I. therefore calls on all affiliated workers to bri

. a ing pressure to bear
upon the Governments of Germany and Russia, which are most diEectly concerned
to secure their admission to the League of Nations, and at the same time it calls
upon the workers of other countries who already belong to the League to fight for
the Geneva Protocol, and to scrutinise carefully the Pacts of Security which will be
submitted for the approval of the Parliaments. x

1v.

THE ACTION OF THE LABOUR AND SOCIALIST INTERNATIONAL.

In the Parliaments and in public propaganda the representatives of the Inter-
national, while urging the insufficiency of partial Pacts, will denounce the blind
egoism of the reactionary Parties and of the Governments which, by suppressing
the liberty of peoples, deny them the right of organising themselves for peace.
Dreaming of warlike revenge or brutal reaction, these Governments paralyse the
real development of peace.

_ These representatives will also resolutely maintain the conception of the Inter-
national in opposition to the conception of Bolshevism, which substitutes a dream
of blind destruction for the constructive purposes of Socialism. This would only
delay the hour when the working class, master of its own destiny, will be able to
realise in prosperity and liberty its complete emancipation.

To secure the success of the policy outlined above, the Executive Committes
of the L.S.I. is instructed to continue the efforts it has hitherto made, and to encour-
age contact both between the sections chiefly concerned, and between itself and the
1.P.T.U. Whenever any important event in international life takes place, with a
bearing on the peace question, it should meet together to decide the course of conduct
to be followed, and to lay down for Socialists the lines on which their concerted action
can best influence the organisation of peace.

THE DANGERS OF WAR IN THE EAST.

At the moment when the international situation in Western Europe begins.
to become more peaceful under the steady pressure of the working class, in Eastern
Europe the position is franght with the worst dangers, and demands the most earnest
attention of the LSl

Since the fall of the British Labour Government the opposition between the
Capitalist Imperialist Powers, especially the British Empire, on the one hand, and
the Union of Soviet Republics on the other, has become dangerously intensified.

Within the Capitalist Imperialist States those forces are growing which, in
alarm at the nationalist revolutionary movements in China, India, and the Moham-
medan countries, are urging on the policy of hostile attacks upon the Union of
Soviet Republics.

The Communist International propagates the illusion that the emancipation
of the workers can be won at the point of the bayonet by the victorious Red armies,
and that a new world war may be necessary in order to bring about the world
revolution. It encourages revolutionary movements in Asia and Africa, hoping

_with their support to deal a death blow at capitalism by war.

From these opposing tendencies arises the danger of another world war.

The States bordering Soviet Russia between the Baltic and the Black Sea, and
the Balkan States, are exposed by this danger to a serions menace. The setting
up of these new States of peoples freed from the yoke of the Romanoffs, the Haps-
burgs and the Hohenzollerns, signifies 2 real victory for democracy. But this
victory is diminished, as the frontiers of some of these States have been defined
ander the influence of imperialist Powers according to their own interests, and in
many cases the right of self-determination of the peoples and the rights of national
minorities have been disregarded. The constant unrest which exists in Eastern
Europe, in consequence of this and in consequence of political reaction in some of
these new States, is augmented by two facts. On the one hand these States are
liable to coups d’étgt which are organised under the Communist International as a
pretext for inflicting on them the fate of Georgia and Armenia. On the other
hand, these States may be exploited by the Capitalist Imperialist Powers as their
tool against Soviet Russia. These circumstances are all the more threatening as
every conflict in the East may set the whole world ablaze.

In view of these dangers the Congress declares i—

1. The Labour and Socialist International stands for the right of newly-formed
States to a free and independent existence. 1t declares once again and with the
greatest emphasis that it is the duty of all Labour and Socialist Parties, especially
of the Parties of the great Powers and of the States bordering Soviet Russia, to
resist any aggressive policy directed against Soviet Russia, and to help forward
the restoration of peaceful political relations and normal economic intercourse with
Soviet Russia.

This Congress welcomes the improvement which has taken place in the inter--
national status of the Soviet Union since the last Congress in Hamburg, due largely
to the action of the L.S.I. The de jure recognition of the Republic by Germany,
Great Pritain, Italy, ‘Austria, France, Japan and many other mations, has ended
the diplomatic boycott which the Capitalist Powers attempted to impose.

This gives the right to the L.S.I. to call upon the Russian people to strive
towards full political and industrial freedom, and to oppose every policy of aggression
and annexation on the part of its own Government, and all propaganda which has.
as its aim interference by force in the internal affairs of other countries.

The L.S.I. realises that the danger of war would be considerably diminished
if any decision in Soviet TRussia as to peace in Europe were in the hands, not of the
dictatorship, but of the peoples themselves. Therefore, the International supports
with the utmost emphasis the endeavours of the Socialist Parties in Soviet Russia
towards the democratisation of the regime in the Soviet Union and the establish-
ment of political liberty.

9, The L.S.I. hails the awakening of the great working masses of the Chinese,
Indian and Mahommedan world, The L.S.I. is aware that another world war can
only be averted if European and American democracy itself recognises unreservedly,
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and realises in the teeth of European and American imperialism, the right of self-
determination of aj] peoples. Consequently the 1.S71. urges upon all Socialist
Parties to wage a continuous and energetic fight for the right of self-determination
of the oppressed nations of Asia and Africa,

It expresses its entire solidarity with the Chinese workers, and as regards China
especially, demands the abolition of external control and of the system of extra-
territorial rights and the immediate introduction of modern industrial legislation
for the protection of the exploited Chinese workers.

3. The L.S.I. demands the right of self-determination for the nations subjected
to foreign rule by Peace treaties since 1918 and the decisions of the Conferences
of Ambassadors, as well as for the nations of the Sovi

their independence as States during the Revolution
the Ukraine and others,

The L.S.I. urges all affiliated Parties to defend energetically the rights of
national minorities and to demand autonomy for the national minorities on compact
territories, whilst asking for equal rights and freedom in the use of their langunage,
and the development of their education and culture for the scattered minorities,
The International asserts that lasting peace can only be assured if the system of
international law—in the spirit of Arficle 19 of the Covenant—is systematically
developed towards making possible a revision of the system and the frontiers of
States on the lines of self-determination of nationalities by the Peaceful method
of arbitration and Plebiscite, so that the oppressed peoples will not be driven to
hope for their liberation through new wars. The International asserts however,
that the application of this principle to the East of Europe is dependent upon and
necessitates the entry of Russia into the League of Nations,

4. The L.S.I. views with horror the deeds of violence and terror in various
countries, especially in Bulgaria, and appeals to all Socialists strenuously to oppose
all deeds of violence and to demand the abolition of all terrorism.

THE WAR IN MOROCCO.

The Congress protests vehemently against the military operations now taking
Place in Morocco, and resulting in fresh bloodshed, and adopts as its own the decision
which the Parties of England, Spain and France affiliated to the L.S.I. reached on
the 28th July, 1925, The Parties in the International demand from the Govern-
ments concerned immediate and decisive action for the restoration of peace.

They demand the Publication of the peace terms agreed upon between Spain
and France. They demand that these terms shall be communicated immediately
and directly to the leader of the Riffs, Abd el Krim, and they require from him
a clear answer as to the possibility of immediate negotiations and understanding,
They are convinced that the best way to secure peace is to put these negotiations
unreservedly under the control of international public opinion.

These negotiations must first and foremost take into consideration the following
points ;—

sation of the Riff country.

The Congress demands further that military operations shall be suspended
immediately Peace negotiations begin. It declares that in the event of disagreement
over any essential point, Spain, France and Abd e] Krim should agree to submit
the case in dispute to the arbitration of the League of Nations. It is also desirable
that the Peace Treaty as soon as it is signed, should be registered with the League of
Nations, which the Riff State shall be free to join should it so desire.

The Congress further declares that it Tegards the Mor
which falls within the duties of the League of Nations,
Peace is signed, the League of Nations should superintend
national conventions. These concern the free movement of medical missions in
the war zone, the application of decisions against certain excesses of warfare such
as the use of poison &3, and the humane treatment of Prisoners and wounded,

In the future the League of Nations should provide for the application of a
regime analogous to that of the international mandates it has already instituted,
ound up with the problems which arise in this connection is that of the inter-
nationalisation of the Straits, which alone can harmonise the general interests of the
Peoples and enable them to avoid dangerous competitive struggles for prestige and
economic advantages, The economic system of the world requires, as regards both
organised production and the distribution of raw material that in order to counter-

occan question as one
In the meantime, until
the observance of inter-

PQQ

P B il i y C i ses, the L g { ations should
act capitalist reed and its deadl consequence :!, eaguce ; L8] Iq

cern itself ith thes conomic pl'O]. 1!..1“5, without hose solution permane
concer W ese¢ econon ale W 5 nt

peace is impossible.
THE COLONIAL QUESTION.

The Congress decides : .
Thi the Colonial Question be put on the agenda of the next International

Congress.

REesoLuTION ON POINT (2) OF THE AGENDA :

UNEMPLOYMENT.,
Since the War the problem of Unemployment has become more acute and has
Sin
ts.
ssumed more dangerous aspec ]
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f mic life. A considerable part of the equipment of in ust:ry,have -
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& - P +
f working-class civilisation. ‘ ¥ i)
0 The (giongress draws the particular attention of the affiliated Parties to the
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: ossible under trade union contro : :
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;:rllasm rbglcl}?; rrﬁihlgssly Such methods are bad for t}];e economic conditions
it ing i ificati f the crisis.
E bout an intensification o ‘
i il ions for the probihition of
s orts the demands of the trade unions ! of
cl ildi‘ll;.?)cle(;ljggzlssfsg gﬁe general institution of the eight-hour day in all countries
CI0

ini i mneasures on a national and 1nternat10na.1
2. Sta.tutorYe:tnedxéi?El:f;g;l‘;ieIevils arising from seasonal unemploymi!:; ]
P ?) 53 ncouraging in a particular country the starting of co}?flpe_nZa,w_it%,lr
o mstan;&,t tﬁee eriod of maximum activity in the one place may syrlchroms e
b S(itt ; i ig the other, The important expel‘imen_ts which have flcri:lcw e
o/l _sealsoll in the clothing and building industries, have PTOV‘?: b'l?s Tt
o e 4 m;‘ }::he market and technical i111p1'0venlen}s can help to s g. 1 e
—Organlsa;.wn (('Jl tion and to eliminate dead seasons. The Congress _eI}]lpIas:is; b
fig.llflgsroarg;ﬁgugut of repeated exemption;s from the la\\l'sc }?:r at.(l;‘li; relg ';l-l;ge exceg-:
in i i : of their seasona cter. T '
-tgi]:.r?:lei)lrzgri;?;fglgf'lcglc} l;sltlré:saﬁnag’tclf:lu}?:emium on conservatism in technical matters
and on incompetence. j y
3. The Congress cannot at this moment devote 1tsti:1f t?ta:: :}11r?;$1:l_g.3};r2;c§df¥0ﬁl
he problem of immigration and emigration. Nevertheless lbl s e
b here that no serious solution of uncmploym?nt problems s e o
Irecallmg 5 hould be made to hinder the necessary cp‘ugra.tmn of sur?l u]s, pog) 1:1‘1trics
iysseomprs Slmlr‘she(‘l or calamity-stricken countries towards wealthy c R
I?Tergg?é' gggﬁosﬁ-ﬂncca of employment. The claim of llml"ie‘ll](p::'li‘itll‘!a;tl::l:iln;ﬂiﬂh;
& i ion of 5 : ich districts is irreconcilable he establis
?:Tcrllll]q{l:freiﬁzq?ll;?::‘:::l[)1f:;xtflur\ﬂ‘l(:::lmlttln:l:i‘l(I[: which all the efforts of our organisation



E;t;i.é O?I‘ilzl?vc?h temg clalm‘ if maintained would lead to a new and dangerous
canse ol e ie hongr%ss._dt_)es'npt mean to assert that the stream of migration
e a.]zar' of individual interests ; it holds, on the contrary, that
BLe agreemegn . .E-Ol?u ?tzon should be organised on a broad international basis
e imm? W 1;:11 ‘t{) 1e various States will have to make in this regard should
B e e L e
the International Federation of Trade UniorL;s g Iun.g::ta(ll(%nig;ciso::’?}(gs e\i’itﬁ ?ls‘llé

L.S.1. a thorough stud
SHaE gh study of the problem, so as to reach concrete and definite lines

4. Th
oS econgm?cmc];iave ]Igeep drafted recently many schemes for alleviating the recurrence
Sk fosres:) : d}; :;sg;tg:ﬁlwg 1’ar-}:'ea§hingél pf]ans for public works, by a suitable
C ailway stock and for orders of other ublic utilities ;
EE; dti]::e r%ﬁ;t?;dgivtier ;'razgsn bra.xtqﬁ:heg; of production; and b; tlI:: Elégulu:ﬂ::fz%
credit. erve the close attention of the workers' i
::1; pﬁiﬁi?ﬁthatﬁhey cannot succeed if they are carried out unl::l:f Sthgarc::clrflsfrolBg}
ks hav;g:;zs&i:gs&,o ior l“:hgc]:hﬂ}e profits to be made during the boom would
S ¢ which the fear of a slump will not be suffici
act. The new functions devolving on the trusts and the banks ug]:l::: zlc;ews;g::;‘:

in question give new and convineci i
s e g vincing ground for placing them under effective social

embz'tl;lglz ﬁ;g{glrzfls gc::cl’:iss trli}le;na:l;géltti?ndof téle Executive to the need of putting an

) I ured under conditions contrary t risions

g‘iugl; ;\fias.sgﬁlg'i?gnc‘?:g;%hon 9;111 t&e ]*iight-Hcmr Day. It a.skg tgeﬂ;?exggg‘:if:zozg
er wi e Inte i i i 5 i

and to report on the matter to the next co;gilé;:nal HEATRANE O R

B th5el I_x:lipéa_tlgs for stabilising the world market would be doomed to certain failure
e 1:?:1 a.tnty of currency should persist in so many places. The Congress
beliew ztteiti?) I:e;:;zrﬁ ;:ci‘ ?lc_ln;nd_ clogditior}s of currency should receive more and ?nrorc
> Financial Commission set up by the L. i
that the powers of this Commissi S R R
: mission should be extended, so as to enable i ' gi
:g,et;:iﬁ‘; 11?11‘1;1 tg the countries with a depreciated currency to re?:gv:r 12:1:1?11'1321‘3
stabil iz;volvee tl.lc::ngcgzz ’;iniists that this help must not depend on conditions which
s on, suspension o cati ati er
or the establishment of a real dic%atorship rb;elitméfr?kso e

6. The establishment of a stabl i
: . nen e and extensive world market is i atible
also with the protectionist system which is now tending to érow ls:a 1&1:2;3};;;;?;’6

and which is endangering both i i
b organised.gexc hgange. prosperity and peace. Our aim here must be a

W tIO};iee 5anﬁress dcn;ands that the economic regime of colonies, and especially of
b ben ler néam ate, shall not be left to the egoism of the home governments
placed under a really international authority within the control of ‘the

League of Nations. i islati
e Social legislation should be extended to these colonies and

tmditindc;r;irilqlz furth;l: the establishment of a system capable of extricating the
i ispso 1::iclnls a.rll in the chief raw materials from the grip of monopoly which
- ee v ; _minmant. It demands that a just distribution, at controlled
worki;lg e as.gilrlaﬁo I(]:oz:l}g?dgles be ensured by wide international organisations
o 1e governments and under the direction of the
] ) ons, pable of linkin th i

in particular with the workers’ co-opera%i\lflf? orgeagli-soa%cli];sgs L

Ve i
s b;l;exggﬁgrissdnotes that the steps proposed in relief of unemployment which
psth e ac(‘ii :ityabol\icebgilllzttsegdttgl eESure a lla.rger measure of social control
vity. ] ut that unemployment can only be ulti
overcome when this control is complete, and when the system ofyprodﬁcizgstgg‘

individual profit has b i
communityr.’ een ﬂ.nally replaced by that of production for the good of the

REesoLuTiON ON POINT (3) OF THE AGENDA :

THE EIGHT-HOUR DAY.

The S
Marseill?: SSiecoi‘r{d Congress of the Labour and Socialist International sitting in
Mamoil anm ugust, 1925, records the demand of the Labour and Socialist Move-
iepd Jonign a(.:::;mum eight-hour day with a ifree Saturday afterncon for all
o led.. e se;%;ifg g?lzﬁgrea;}lgl;feﬁ thedLabgur and Socialist forces whose efforts
: ight-hour day by legal enactment, and ex
hope that our comrades will not relax their efforts until by il:l&‘.pection,e };%l;fls;sr’fizttrl;?

tion and labour co i i i
Comanc ntrol, the eight-hour day exists in actual fact, and not merely

Y

The Congress instructs the Executive Committee to approach the Executive
Committee of the International Federation of Trade Unions in Amsterdam with a
view to securing unceasing international propaganda for the realisation of the
maximum eight-hour day, without the permissions of unjustified overtime which
have rendered nugatory so many of the laws which have already been passed.

The Congress also realises that some trades are so arduous and unhealthy that
eight hours’ work is too long, and asks in such cases for the reduction of hours
required by ordinary humanitarian considerations, and demands in such trades a
substantial reduction below eight hours of work.

The Congress calls the attention of the workers of the world fo the fact that
the Washington Convention on the Hours of Labour has not yet been ratified by
many of the principal industrial countries, and asks that the Parliamentary repre-
sentatives of Parties affiliated to the International will lose no opportunity of
constantly pressing the question in every possible way in their respective Parlia-
ments.

The Congress calls attention to the fact that every country which signed the
Treaty of Verseilles is in honour bound to realise the eight-hour day by legislation,
and demands that Governments which have not yet ratified the Washington Con-
vention should do so at once.

The Congress realises how far the Washington Convention falls below the
full demands of the workers, and is aware that in particular commercial workers,
marine workers and agricultural workers do not come within its scope. Neverthe-
less, the Congress demands that the part of our demands represented by the Con-
vention should at once receive the force of law in all countries.

The Congress, realising the tremendous importance of the position of Great
Britain, Germany and America in this question, asks the Labeur and Socialist
Movements in those countries specially to show by the most determined efforts that
the ratification of the Convention is a vital question in Great Britain, Germany and
America.

The Congress asks all its affiliated Parties to insist that every hour the worker
is required to be at the disposal of the employers shall be calculated as an hour
of work.

The Congress recognises with joy the tremendous steps made by our respective
Movements in the shortening of working hours and greets with satisfaction this
most valuable of all the industrial improvements secured by the workers.

The Congress whilst recognising the fact that millions of workers have secured
more leisure time by the shortening of hours is of the opinion that leisure is not
enough, and that opportunities should be given by legal enactment to the workers
so to use these hours as to lead to higher physical, mental and artistic development.

The Congress instructs the Executive to help in every possible way those
Movements which are fighting not only for the shorter working day, but also for
conditions which will make for the fuller and higher development of the workers

and their organisations.

RESOLUTION ON POINT (4) OF THE AGENDA :

AIMS AND METHODS OF THE SOCIALIST MOVEMENT
AMONGST WOMEN.

For the accomplishment of Socialism it is necessary that the masses should
be roused to assist in the active work of the reorganisation of society, and the masses
consist of women as well as of men. It is therefore essential that the Socialist
Parties in all countries should do their utmost to assist in the organisation of women
within the Labour and Socialist Movement, and in order to accomplish this every
Socialist Party should regard the complete emancipation of women as 2 primary
aim of its policy. It is their duty to work for the full political equality of men and
women, especially with regard to electoral equality, equality under laws dealing
with the family, citizenship and marriage, and equality of rights between legitimate
and illegitimate children. They must also demand full freedom for women to enter
administrative, professional and industrial life, together with economic equality with
regard to wages, irrespective of their domestic position and whether or not
they need to earn a living. As it is necessary that the policy of the Socialist
Movement should be based upon the needs of women as well as men, Socialist women
in all countries should have the right to discuss and formulate for themselves their
views of social problems of interest to women.

The development of capitalist society has left women under many social and
educational disadvantages, so that from a political and economic point of view their
position is weaker than that of men, while the obligation and burdens of motherhood
require that they should have special care and protection in industrial life. It is
therefore necessary that the Socialist Movement should advocate all such measures
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of protection and care as the wor i
VDA9EECY orkers, and especially the women y i
requisite in order to secure the welfare of motl't)ers an):l children TR PR

womeFlTr:‘Il}:r& ggg Sci)ztg;zis tp];::n":se?fgt tha.ft.t }a:.s‘thle interests of the great mass of the
; L Ltre I I e o eir homes and their child i
interest in Socialism is i i s
o is mainly concerned with its power to secure them against
The Congress therefore ur iali i
s ) irges that Socialist Parties in all countri
?)g.?i?;; ﬁe:nﬁ;cggago:;hgrfe\l@q it oct:gr.;,, and shall work out the best pc:ﬁiys 1}21‘1 ;311(1?
1g the iving and for ensuri i i i
relationship shall be based ongSocia.list four;ldr::igorfsh S e
In order to'get full understandin ai
¢ { ¢ g about the aims and method iali
;%c;r:]l{a&'l gr; ;2:m\;3r10:;n§_c;:_11tr1e9; an International Advisory Committ:eocifs\?\?;ar.r:f;
> y isting of women representatives of Sociali i i
the special duty of advising the Ex i i Aot e
! sin, ixecutive Committee of the Labour and Sociali
éréz?;ﬁi:12’32;12§dtgf513i1§;11:§ 11::0 oga.nise I}r:ternational Conferences of La.bo?.lcrlaz:fdt
V ) ogether at the same time as the Int i >
gress. This Committee should be constitut ol
. ; ed on the same basis of i
as 1:h’](?l Exccutn{e ijﬂmittee of the I..S.1., and should meet at least O;i[;r:-‘:;lé;?tlon
he administrative work of the International Organisation of Women shafl be

conducted by the Secretari i j i i
Spcuct Cm)_rn mittee_( retariat of the L.S.I. in conjunction with the International

ResoLuTioNs oN PoINT (6) oF THE AGENDA
THE SOCIAL PROBLEM OF TUBERCULOSIS.

e S’H;;E:E(i?ﬁf Sé;ngorcds: I?ll;. zﬁetﬁi{}{ mc&ting in Marseilles in August, 1925, urges
; : - at their Governments should take drasti i
against tuberculosis, a disease which works it ischi ddel
G i e e orks its mlschlef_ almost exclusively among
: i elopment has especially b ided i
countries by conditions of under-feeding duri P VR
1tries ) - ring and aft i
tenm}‘;catmn of bad housing conditions ga.rnonggthe w;rkirrsthe WIS i
‘he Congress wishes to emphasise th .
Lhe : at the problem of the fight i -
glli(];ilsc:l(sis?:vzsn ;I:;c)re an eslqnolmlc and S5ocial problem than a mec%icalaggéﬁgl?beff
¢ yet no medical means of curing this scourge there exist .
E:szncfii:;,l arid‘ ét is in ifhe programme of the Socialist Pa!.{;ties that we shrgsﬁin%:é
e ;mdy tha:; c{13§ nf:hethc mgl}t-hot;r 1;la.y, healthier factories, protection of the
: rovision 3 ili
and a restriction of the coﬁsumptionoof :?;;{EI LT Eo e e
If the social and economic ¢conditio orkid
= he ! on ns of the working-class prod i
:31115; r?ég:lgfnél _these cm:ichtmns that we must look for 1:1113g causesp of Elf: 2;2::2:12:5;: :
a isease and a great i i 1
Mt aem g er mortality among the working-class as compared
defﬂ}'ciro’gh&se_ raason}? the Congress advocates (1) direct action by the workers in
e (5 theeg‘t g[aillt] by a systematic application, as far as possible, of hygienic
P e b( 3&; )p gsl}?erllt oi _Inendl%r soc{fetics for dealing with physical incapacity
; itical action on behalf of co Is i rhi
the State and the employers should contribute. e e B

& tlf;:;ﬁlﬁcecrog?e;:gi rﬂii f%ﬂg:gi is gl?ld to note the progress of Socialist policy

in t 3 ; eve es and insurance especially since tl

invites the Executive of the Internati T < somating

: ional to study the possibility of ili

a summary of the legislation in the vari i e et oF
3 : tries concern th i

the health of the workers, the et e

1 p share of the workers' organisations in this i

- he w e sh 1 E s protectio

i.;l;rdr:;.s ;‘J;le ltiaglgltll(tmn for shielding from destitution those workers unabl?a to worllt
of sickness, invalidity or old age, and also their families in f

premature decease. e

THE FIGHT AGAINST ALCOHOLISM.

(REFERRED TO THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE.)

The Parties linked together in the Labou iali
¢ I r and Socialist International i
;ggu:g; 2?;1(; ns‘grisg;;patw fﬁﬁ?t a.gainst alcoholism an indispensable side olf sf}?en}i;?li
the ion of the workers. As the victory against th li
society can only be won by a revolution in thinki Ao e
mankind be delayed through the nse of alcohol mlg,' e
e e i cohol, which is continuously dulling the
¢ rorkers. Indeed, as Victor Adl i
the world will not become rid of alcohol while it i ’ LS
C hile it is not free, but it will all th
and all the more easily become free tt ; et
el e rzinds. ree the more the fight for emancipation is waged
Therefore, this Congress considers it the d i
» this . uty of all the Parties afthli
;:;\.;01:[1; and Socialist International to devote their attention to the worl::::'da%z'&?:
ovements in their countries and to support these efforts as far as possible.
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The fight must above all be waged through enlightenment of the wide massens of
the workers,

One of the most effective methods in this fight is the education of youth in
abstinence both in the State schools and in the workers' youth organisations;
and teaching as to the mischief of drinking habits must be carried on with zeal and
earnestness. But as soon as enlightenment and recruiting have reached a certain
level there must also be restriction of the consumption of alcohol through legislation,
the efficacy of which has been learned by repeated experiences in democratic States.
The choice of methods and the rapidity of the development must be left to the

individual Parties, who will have to adjust them to the economic, social and cultural
circumstances of their country.

The Congress sees in the smuggling of alcohol on a large scale into the pro-
hibited countries one of the methods of profit-seeking capital for serving its own
interests without regard to the general welfare. It opposes, therefore, both these
methods of capital in the alcohol trade, and also the attempts of the States exporting
alcohol, instigated by their capitalists, to force ather States in the commercial
treaties concluded, by means of blackmail, to limit their legislation against alcohol.

The Congress records its conviction that a limitation of drinking would con-
siderably contribute towards improving the physical and mental fitness of the
workers for their fight. In their struggle against alcoholism the Socialist Parties
are serving at once the interests of culture and those of the rising and conquering
working class. 4

RESOLUTION OF THE CONFERENCE ON AGRICULTURAL
POLICY.

The Conference on Agricultural Policy, held under the auspices of the
Labour and Socialist International at the International Congress in Marseilles,
considering that it is necessary to carry on a systematic, co-ordinated and
general propaganda amongst the landworkers, instructs its Chairman, Comrade
Compere-Morel, to request on its behalf the Executive Committee of the Labour
and Socialist International to place the land question on the agenda of one
of the next Congresses of the L.S.I.

Meanwhile, the Executive shall submit to the International a summary of
information concerning agricultural legislation, the position as regards property
and the conditions of life of the land-working population in the various countries,

RESOLUTION OF THE CONFERENCE ON SOCIALIST
EDUCATION.

The Conference on Socialist Education called under the auspices of the Second
Congress of the Labour and Socialist International at Marseilles declares it to be
indispensable for the progress and the final victory of the working class that special
organisations should be formed—where these do not already exist—with the object
of exerting influence on the education of children in the spirit of the socialist view
of life and of transforming education in accordance with the interests of the
working class ; this work among the children of the working class should be
started as quickly as possible, especially the exchange of European children, which

is an important means of bringing them together and through them, the nations.

The Conference considers that for the existence of these organisations, which
will certainly be composed not of children but of adults, large funds are necessary.,
The expenses involved cannot in full be met by the members of the organisations.
In view of the fact that these organisations will be of assistance not only to the
parents linked together within them, but also that they will provide valuable pre-
paratory work for the development of adult organisations, the Conference declares
it advisable that in order to raise the necessary means an educational tax (children’s
pence) should be levied, which, if at first on a moderate scale, would have to be paid
by every member of the trade union, political or educational organisations affiliated
16 the Socialist Labour Movement for the children of their class.

DECISIONS OF THE PRESS CONFERENCE.

The Conference heard reports from the representatives of numerous countries
on the position of the Socialist Press and the News Services in the individual coun-
tries. It decided, in order to continue the exchange of mutual information, to set
up a Sub-Committee, which was deputed first of all to work out a questionnaire,
which should be circulated to the Press of all affiliated Parties, and which should
serve as the basis of a further inquiry.

The Sub-Committee consists of i~ Robert Williams (Chairman) and Hamilton
Fyfe (Great Britain), W. Sollmann and A. Faust (Germany), ]. Braunthal (Austria),
W, Eckelers (Belgium), I, a Prado (Italy), A, Vougt (Seandinavia), Adler (Secretary).
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CHAPTER 1V.

CONSTITUTION OF THE LABOUR AND
SOCIALIST INTERNATIONAL.

CARRIED IN HAMBURG, Mavy 23rD, 1923
REvVISED 1IN MARSEILLES oN AvcusTt 27TH, 1925.

(4.) THE LABOUR AND SOCIALIST INTERNATIONAL,

(1) The Labour and Socialist Inte i i
bou! rnational (L.S.1.) is a uni f s i

o t union

> ;{;ie;g:oit:lhe p(riu:ﬁ;ple of the economic emancipation of)'l:he worllcgrs (;roﬁcll:lapizil;;ﬁe:
comunt cla{ssarétr11g§1:st\?l?’h§hgwc]llt of the Socialist Commonwealth as their %bjeci
: : ; ich finds its expression in the i iti 1

i h 1 exp: in the independent
industrial action of the workers’ organisations as a means ofe'calisingg:?‘};?c:]gjggg

9 5 ; ;

i ar{fgﬂ'é'gi ;I:lﬁf; oafcggauLéig. t]: I:?nl;;nlfg tl;e ]activities of the affiliated parties
] on, ing about the entire uni i :

national Labour and Socialist movement on the basis 011' th;lla%asﬁﬁﬁt?énthe RIS

The parties associated i i
R ey in the L.S.I. undertake not to affiliate to any other

(3) The Labour and Socialist In i
Sk I ) 1 ternational can only b ity if i
decisions in all international questions are binding on i¥s aef%?i?fe; 11;3?1[;:3 lijlE:

resolutions of the International will i i i
autonomy of the affiliated organi;atitgr?;?fore IR SRR

(4) The L.S.I. is not onl ive ins i i
sstentl dering war. only an effective instrument in peace, but justas absolutely

In conflicts betwee i i
e n nations the International shall be recognized as the highest

(6) The carrying out of this task is entrusted by the L.S.I. to (a) The Inter-

national Congress, (b) The Ex i i
trative Committee.( (e) The Szcc';g:‘;;ig:mmlttwl e e R

(B.) INTERNATIONAL CONGRESSES.

(6) Should the Congress not deci X i

1 the ide upon the time of the next C

ipat;\tfeﬁflzli ?51 ttli.;;.e::s )t’:ga‘?: dosrlllemll)l)é thel_{:}xelcutive. The Ccngresshsh;?rllairehs:idﬂ;:
s. political events require i i

convene the Congress for an earlier time than was dc;%:lc:llrelzl 1}2}?1?& ]i::si:c%%rlgrzz;

mont’.li;}sl'e bEe?oe:?eugitvet will publish the time and place of the Congress at least four

o mustl onakes place, unless urgent reasons make it impossible. The

S é:o b\;el;: 13;32 :Ez:glgﬁ z;.p é)?lsmble an International Congress on being
iated organisati i

less than one-fourth of the total number of (g:gﬂlgsét;grfét‘g e L rat e el

(7) Only such parties as are affili

- i affiliated to the L.S.I. are entitled

bgzg;:s;. 4 The Executive shall decide upon applications for aﬁilia;ontgoatﬂ::ri?st?e
ch decisions shall be subject to confirmation by Congress. e

(8) The Executive Committee will all i
) ot to each affiliated P i
;11111:[1}11;?1; gi (l‘,aoaxﬁress v;it]ef. The basis of this number of Congress votes?ﬁeamgemrziﬁ
y, an e total strength of the organised working class in the respec-

tive countries (trade unions, co-o i
! , CO- rati
The maximum for each party is 4%8 vot::? inle o e e

If 30 delegates representing at least five different countries make a demand

for a vote to be taken by C i
S with)., ongress strength instead of by show of hands, the demand

(9) The first Congress vote entitles a par
ty to fi
to three delegates. The maximum for a.n)Ir) pa:l}"tyois ;3 g:i:g:::: e

(€C) Tue EXECUTIVE COMMITTER, '

(10) Members of the Executive Committee will be appointed by the affiliated
parties, and their number will be determined by their rnpruscntnlion on inter-
national congresses. In countries where there are different nationalities with
separate organisations, each organisation will be dealt with separately. In the case
of small national groups in a country the Executive shall decide how they shall be
dealt with.,

(11) Countries (nationalities) which are entitled to more than 20 votes may
appoint three members to the Executive Committee. Countries (nationalities)
which are entitled to from 11 to 20 votes appoint two members to the Executive
Committee. Countries (nationalities) entitled to from 3 to 10 votes may appoint
one member to the Executive Committee.

Countries (nationalities) entitled to less than 3 votes may combine into groups,
and such groups shall have one representative on the Executive for every 3 votes.

In countries (nationalities) where there are more than one affiliated party the
number of members of the Executive Committee will be determined by the Congress
votes, and will be allotted proportionally. Where one member only is allowed, the
party with the largest membership will make the appointment.

(12) The Executive shall perform the functions of the Congress when Congress
is not in session. Appeal may be made to Congress against any decision of the
Executive. ;

(13) If at least one-fifth of the Executive members make a demand for a vote
to be taken by Congress strength and not by show of hands (§8) the demand shall
be complied with.

(14) Parties are allowed to send a substitute for any member of the Executive
who is unable to attend a meeting of the Executive Committee.

(15) If any member of the Executive Committee joins a Government his
membership of the Committee shall cease automatically. If he leaves the Govern-
ment his organisation can again re-appoint him a member of the Committee.

(D.) BuUREAU.

(16) The Executive Committee shall appoint nine of its members to form a
Bureau which can be called together quickly on urgent matters and can deal with
the necessary preparations for the full Executive meetings. These nine members
should represent as many countries as possible, but due regard should be paid to
being able to get them together quickly. This Bureau shall report and be respon-
sible to the Executive Committee.

(17) When matters are to be discussed which concern a country which has not
a direct representation on the Bureau, the Administrative Committee (§19) shall
invite a representative from that country to attend the meeting.

(E.) THE ADMINISTRATIVE COMMITTEE AND THE SECRETARIAT.

18) The Executive Committee shall decide the country where the Secretariat
shall be, and appoint either one or more secretaries and a treasurer.

(19) The Executive sets up an Administrative Committee, consisting of the
President of the Executive, the Secretary or Secretaries and the Treasurer of tho
L.S.I., the members of the Executive in the country where the Secretariat has its
headquarters, and a further number of members to be fixed and elected by the
‘Executive.

Members of the Administrative Committee have the right to attend and take

art in the deliberations of the Executive and Bureau, but the right to vote is con-
fined to the members definitely appointed to the Executive and the Bureau.

(20) The Administrative Committee shall control the activities of the Secretariat,
appoint any assistants who may be necessary, authorise the calling of meetings
of the Executive and sub-committees, and in urgent cases take all preliminary
steps for the discussion of the political situation.

21) Duties of the Secretariat :

(@) The Secretariat shall make all arrangements for Executive and Bureau
meetings and International Congresses.

(b) Shall facilitate communications between affiliated parties and give all
necessary information, principally through a L.S.I. bulletin to be issued
as required in three languages. This bulletin shall give special attention
to reporting meetings of the Executive and Bureau, and record all
important decisions and actions of affiliated parties.

(¢) Shall prepare a periodical statement of income and expenditure, and
present same to the Executive,
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(d) Shall publish the reports of International Congresses.

{¢) Shall create a reference library of the International Labour and Socialist
movement.

(F.) FINANCIAL.

(22) To defray the costs of the work of the L.S.I. every affiliated Party must
pay a yearly levy. This levy will be in two portions, one based on membership
the other on the number of Congress votes to which the Party is entitled.

(23) Countries will be divided into three groups according to their economic
positions. The middle group will form the basis, and countries coming under
Groups 1 and 3 will pay a fraction more and less respectively.

(24) With regard to the affiliation fees which are based on the number of
members, there is a gradation according to categories of members, in such a way
that the amount payable per head by a Party is reduced for the higher categories.
A maximum membership for which fees have to be paid may be fixed.

(25) In countries where the Trade Unions are affiliated in a body to the Party

only a certain percentage of the membership will be counted (for instance, 50 per
cent.).

(26) The levy based on Congress votes will also be graded according to the
groups of countries in the same way as indicated under (23).

(27) Parties with less than 5,000 members will pay only half the amount
reckoned according to scale both in respect of membership and Congress votes.

(28) Parties in and from countries where a free party is not permitted by the
Government, and which are unable to determine their membership, will pay, instead
of the levy based on membership, twice the amount of their Congress vote levy.

(29) On the above system Congress decides: The basic figure for the various
groups of countries ; the classification of membership categories and the proportion
of the basic figure which they will have to pay; the basic figure of the levy for
Congress votes and the division of the countries in groups.

The Executive is entitled, in case of necessity, to change these figures and to
make changes in the grouping of countries. In such cases the Parties in question
must be notified of the proposal four months beforehand, and proposals can only be
regarded as being adopted by the Executive if sanctioned by a majority of two-
thirds and representing half of the full Congress voting strength.*

At present the distribution by groups of countries is as follows :—

First Group of Counmtries : Argentine, Denmark, Germany, Finland, Great
Britain, Holland, Latvia, Norway, Sweden, U.S.A.

* The International Congress in Marseilles (1925) has decided :—

The amounts to be useéd as a basis for groups of countries are respectively :
14, 1, or § Swiss centimes. The category including 1-50,000 members pays threefold,
the category 50,001-100,000 pays twofold, the category with over 100,000 members
pays the single fee. Membership in excess of a million is not reckoned. The fee
payable per Congress vote in the three groups of countries amounts respectively
to 200, 160, or 120 Swiss francs.

We now have, therefore, the following scheme, reckoned in Swiss centimes :—

Groups of Countries.

I. II. II1.

Affiliation Fee per Congress vote .. 20,000, 16,000. 12,000.
per member in Category 1-50,000 .. 33 3 21
b 5 50,001-100,000 2% 2 13
" ” ’ above 100,000 1} 1 3

(An example of the method of calculation for a Party in the second group of
countries, with a membership exceeding 100,000 :—It will have to pay for the first
50,000 members 150,000 centimes, for the following 50,000, 100,000 centimes ;
but for further members only 1 centime per member. For instance, if a Party has
120,000 members it has according to this scheme to pay on this membership 270,000

centimes. If it has a right to 11 Congress votes, then it has in addition to pay
176,000 centimes.)
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ntries : Armenia, British bttl}\l\n_. Bulgaria, China, 1 .
Geor?:r?}r(:’z::igp'[:él;?t:fugo-sm\ria. Lithuania, Austria, Poland, Roumania, Russia,
Tcheco-'Slovakia, Turkey, Ulkraine, Hungary.

. : / A

ition to the regular yearly levies the affiliated parties wi
tribtffeﬁl:olgh:%g;tlsoof Congressegs by paying for each delegate they send an amount
which will be fixed when the Congresses are convoked.

(G.) RELATIONS BETWEEN THE L.S.1. AND THE INTERNATIONAL FEDERATION OF
¢ TrADE UNIONS AND THE INTERNATIONAL CO-OPERATIVE ALLIANCE.

i i i t as it is repre-
The L.S.I. considers the unity of the Trade Union movemen
sente[g 1111 the International Federation of Trade Unions (Amsterdam) to be absolutely
essential for realising the emancipation of the working class.

i i e i t as it is represented
he L.S.I. considers the unity of the Co operative movemen ssent
in thz 'I?'lternationa.l Co-operative Alliance (London) to be invaluable to the working
class in their struggle for emancipation.

S i intai jon both with the Inter-
1..S.I. will, therefore, maintain close connection ; 1

na.tit;lr‘lgflz Federation of Trade Unions (Amsterdam) and the 1nte_rnatmna1 ‘(.o-npera—
tive Alliance (London). The L.S.I. is ready to call joint meetings and (.(.mg!'csses
from time to time together with these International Organisations in order to discuss

problems which are common to all.

i i i ithin the Socialist movement
L.S.I. appeals to all workers to realise unity withi :
in e:‘:;ll}lecountry pztpndl in the International. It is determined to work ftr{.puou‘slg
for the realisation of this unity on the basis of the decisions and rcmltlatmn,s pas.s]z;
by it. It appeals to the Socialists of all Countl'_le:d to{gwi supl:_;or: tc‘i 11;_111:“;22{[1‘1;1:5;1“5
i endeavours to bring about a unit ront against capitals
im;.la;l)‘;]i%li:g botﬁ in their own countries and in the international working class

organisation.
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DISTRIBUTION OF CONGRESS VOTES.
GUIDING PRINCIPLES.

(1) The maximum number of Congress votes which any one Party can have
is 40.

(2) On the basis of their Membership total the Parties will receive votes according
to the following scale :—

For Parties. Congress
Members. votes.
up to 5,000 1
from 5,001— 7,500 2
i 7,501— 10,000 3
" 10,001 — 15,000 4
" 15,001— 25,000 5
25,001— 40,000 6
40,001— 55,000 7
iy 55,001— 70,000 8
A 70,001-— 85,000 9
85;001—100,000 10
o 100,001—150,000 11
for every further 50,000 1

(3) For parties to which Trade Union or Co-operative organisations are collectively
affiliated, the purely political membership of the organisation will be counted in the
aggregate only, the others will be counted as a percentage, which will correspond to
the average of the relations of the Trade Union and political organisations in the other

countries. For the moment half of the number of the organised will be the number
eckoned,

(4) For those countries in which the number of the poll at Parliamentary elections
received by affiliated Parties is more than three times the Party membership, there
will be accorded for every 150,000 votes at the elections 1 additional vote for the

Congress. In this case only those election votes will be considered which exceed
three times the Party membership.

(8) In countries in which there is no women's suffrage the number of election
votes which will be taken for a basis of calculation will be reckoned as 50 per cent,
higher than the number of votes actually recorded.

{(6) In countries in which the Trade Unions’ strength is more than double the
membership of the affiliated Party and there is a real connection between the Party
and the Trade Unions, a Congress vote will be allotted for every 100,000 organised in
Trade Unions. In this case only that number of Trade Unionists will be considered
which exceeds double the Party membership.

(7) In countries where a Party, both on the ground of the number of the poll
as well as on Trade Union strength, would be entitled to Congress votes, only one of

these two categories shall be used for calculation, and that the one which gives the
most Congress votes.

(8) Apart from the above conditions a Party can also be entitled to Congress
votes on the ground of extraordinary circumstances, as in the case of half or wholly
illegal Parties, in whose countries the terror of the Government hinders or entirely
prevents the free building up of the Party organisation.

(9) In countries where the number of electors or the number of organised Trade
Unionists is smaller than that of the members of the Party, after a proper explanation
of the circumstances underlying such unusual conditions, the corresponding reduc-
tion in the number of Congress votes may ultimately be carried out.

(10) In countries in which several affiliated Parties exist, the number of Congress
votes is at first calculated according to the tofal of the members of all the affiliated
Parties existing in that country. Thereafter follows the distribution of the Congress
votes amongst the various Parties within that cou ntry in the following way :—We
start from the Party in that country which has the smallest number of members.
We multiply this membership by the number of Parties within the country, and see
by reference to our Table (paragraph 2) how many Congress votes must be allotted
to the membership thus arrived at. . These Congress votes are divided by the number
of Parties, and each Party receives the number of Congress votes thus reached.
For the smallest Party the number it has to receive is thereby already settled, and
we can leave it out of our further calculations. We now repeat the process, taking
as our starting-point the second smallest Party—the distribution already completed
being taken into consideration—and so continue till only one Party is left over which
then obtains all the remaining votes,
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2 G the distribut
At the first meeting of the Exccutive in each calendar year the
of 1.ro(1;l|:ls]| shall undergo an exg.milmtion with reference to changes in conditions of the
individual Parties. The Executive shall nevertheless be at liberty to decide upon
desirable amendments in the interim also if need be.

TABLE re DISTRIBUTION OF VOTES.

ed on
i Taotal.
| [ Special
Countries with | Members. | T.U. | Votes. Conditions e
one Party. | .
Great Britain ¥ [seiagnses| 12 ! (6) e :‘1:}
Germany | 26 | 46 | (38) - &
France 10 | (5) | 13 & I?
Belgium 15 — _ ; 5 -
Ttaly 6 — ; 4 e
Sweden T e (1) | 2 — -
Denmark o 11 (1) % : i
United States 4 | — ‘ / i o
Holland - 7 - . = 8
Hungary 10 — —1- ! e 2
Finland 6 — Ll | = L
Spain 3 2 o | =7 2
Palestine 4 = g
Roumania 4 — -I : w 4
Argentine 3 (1) X | 5 | e
Latvia ]. —_ 2 | o= | 2
Bulgaria ; f} | =3 - | = 2
Norway 3 — —l- | = 2
Lithuania 1 — : ! 5 :
Esthonia 1 — o | e :
Jugo-Slavia 1 - i ! o !
Danzig 1 | — | ; s 1
Greece 1 — ! —- ; = :
Portugal 1 — - . e ]
Luxemburg 5 1 — —_ 5 = :
British Guiana 1 —_ — ;
Countries with | I :
several Parties. | I |
Austria. | i | s il
German S.P. | 17 — | - : = :
Czech S,P.k | 3 —- I -
ho-Slovakia. |
ng;ech S.P. E 5 CLRe| R g
German S.P. | 4 ELIa e 7
Ruthenian S.P. | 1 2 | — = 1
Hungarian S.P. ‘ 1 o — | i ;
Polish S.P. | 1 . e —_
Poland. [
Polish Party Giasile, G GRENN 1}
Independent S.P. 1 | — | — S .
German S.P. | 1 | — —_
Countries with Illegal |
Parties. _ | N 3 .
Armenia ! - . s 7 8 g
Georgia e i - i - 5 | 8 .
Russia (Menshevists) .. | — —_ | 2 8
Russia Soc. Revol., .. -— | — — : g
Ukraine : = | — | —_— — ‘ ‘l ;
Hungarian Emigrants .. |  — | e —
e G Total of Congress Votes s o 812

2440






	Marseille22a
	Marseille22b
	Marseille22c

